Malay Nationalism Reflected From Newspapers 1900-1920's by Saleh, Mohamad Idris
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
https://theses.gla.ac.uk/ 
 
 
 
 
Theses Digitisation: 
https://www.gla.ac.uk/myglasgow/research/enlighten/theses/digitisation/ 
This is a digitised version of the original print thesis. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Copyright and moral rights for this work are retained by the author 
 
A copy can be downloaded for personal non-commercial research or study, 
without prior permission or charge 
 
This work cannot be reproduced or quoted extensively from without first 
obtaining permission in writing from the author 
 
The content must not be changed in any way or sold commercially in any 
format or medium without the formal permission of the author 
 
When referring to this work, full bibliographic details including the author, 
title, awarding institution and date of the thesis must be given 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Enlighten: Theses 
https://theses.gla.ac.uk/ 
research-enlighten@glasgow.ac.uk 
MALAY NATIONALISM REFLECTED FROM NEWSPAPERS 
1900 - 1920' s .
MOHAMAD IDRIS SALEH 
DEPARTMENT OF MODERN HISTORY 
UNIVERSITY OF GLASGOW« 
<M. Litt) 1989»
ProQuest Number: 10970867
All rights reserved
INFORMATION TO ALL USERS 
The quality of this reproduction is dependent upon the quality of the copy submitted.
In the unlikely event that the author did not send a com p le te  manuscript 
and there are missing pages, these will be noted. Also, if material had to be removed,
a note will indicate the deletion.
uest
ProQuest 10970867
Published by ProQuest LLC(2018). Copyright of the Dissertation is held by the Author.
All rights reserved.
This work is protected against unauthorized copying under Title 17, United States C ode
Microform Edition © ProQuest LLC.
ProQuest LLC.
789 East Eisenhower Parkway 
P.O. Box 1346 
Ann Arbor, Ml 48106- 1346
Malay Nationalism Reflected From Newspapers 
1900 - 1920's.
Contents
A c k n o w 3. edgeme n t i
Abstract ii
1 „ Malay Society up to the 'British Intervention 1
The Malay Economy 8
The Malay Political System 11
E*r i t i sh I n terven t i on 21
21. The 0 r i g i n of Ma 1 ay Na t i on a 1 i sm up t o
Independence 32
3. Religion 59
4. Eld uc a t :i. on 8 7
5« Economy 113.
6. Politics 13f$
7. Summary and Conclusion lS'J
8. Bibliography 1&7
Mapss
Nineteenth Century Malaya 20
British Malaya 27
Peninsula Malaysia, Sabah & Sarawak 58
Acknowledgement
I wished to express my spec ia 1 thanks to Prof essor l<. G . 
for his patient assistance from the beginning unti 
comp 1et ion of this warkn
I also would like to express my thanks to the Modern 
Department staff for their assistance.
And finally, to all who have assisted, your kindness will 
b e remembe red„
Mohamad Idris Saleh,
Department of Modern History,
University of Glasgow.
23/5/19891
Robb i ns 
1 the
History
always
Abstract.
The aim of 
Modern i zers 
towards active 
gaining independence, 
reformist movement carried 
all wit h Ma1ay nat i on a 1i sm, 
movement or perhaps nationalism 
Modern i zers were someti mes 
seemed to talk too much about 
received religious education 
based on Islamic teaching.
We could only reach 
own investigation 
Mode rni z e rs« We 
interested in 
quest ions concern ing 
independence of 
into several 
educat ion,
Th is 
chapter 
soc i a 1, 
during 
d .iscussion 
point in the
estimate the importance of 
spreading and contributing 
it eventually succeeded in 
determine if it is true that the 
Modernizers has no connection at 
that is to say as a religious 
in the stage of religion, 
like that because they 
because most of them 
bring modernization
matter by doing our 
carried out by 
they were only 
more general 
important the 
is divided 
“ re 1 i g i o n ,
roductory first 
society in 
before and 
short 
turn ing 
a background is
this thesis is to 
in creating, developing, 
Malay nationalism until 
I wish to 
on by
st i 11 
categorized 
religion and 
and tried to
a conclusion about this 
of the type of modernization 
have tried to discover whether 
religious matters rather than
development, freedom, and more 
the Mala\y race. This investigation 
chapters with specific concerns, namely 
the economy and politics, 
thesis consists of seven chapters. The int
tries to give a general description of Malay 
political and economic aspects, especially 
the time of the British arrival. It is fallowed/a 
about British intervention in Malaya as a 
emergence of Malay nationalism. Such
i i
necessary to enable las to understand subsequent issues in Malay 
development.
The second chapter on the Origin of Malay Nationalism up to 
the time of Independence, tries to give a general treatment of 
this phenomenon in relation to Chinese and Indian movements 
during the same period. An attempt is made to investigate which 
group is more influential in Malay nationalism. Many views have 
been expressed concerning this matter. Some writers argue that 
Malay nationalism started in the late nineteenth century as can 
be seen in the early Malay uprising against colonialism. On the 
other hand, some suggest that the real Malay nationalism only 
existed when UMNO was formed in order to abolish the Malayan 
Union proposal. The reform movement carried on by Modernizers in 
the early twentieth century is investigated in the light of these 
Arguments.
Chapter three specifically concerns religion and the views 
on it advanced by Modernizers. What were the factors which caused 
Malay backwardness?. Was it true that a misunderstanding of and 
errors in carrying out Islamic practice was the major factor in 
contributing to Malay backwardness?. Were there any other factors 
which also caused this backwardness, such as influence from 
animism and some elements of waxste in Malay culture: We consider
how Modernizers used religion as a tool to make Malays more aware 
and discuss how Max lay society reacted to their proposals.
Education becomes the main topic in chapter four. Modernizers 
believed poor education or complete lack of it also became a
i i i
major factor in hindering Malay development. We consider what 
Modernizers believed to be the explanation for this... and low 
standards of education. That is followed by a discussion of the 
initiatives made by Modernizers in order to develop Malay 
education to enable Malays to compete in the modern world.
Malays were also always being said to be left behind in the 
economy, especially compared with immigrants. Chapter five looks 
at this question in detail. „ Malays were discontented when they 
still had to stay in the villages with their traditional 
occupations. Malays were denied a place in the new economy, 
especially the rubber and tin industries. Apart from the British, 
the immigrants became the wealthiest group in Malaya. We consider 
the reaction of Modernizers in this matter, and discuss their 
proposals to help Malays improve themselves.
Chapter si x asks how far there was any p o 1i t ica1 
consciousness among Modernizers. What was their perception of the 
Colonial power and the Malay ruling class?. If there was
political consciousness, how important was the role of the 
Modernizers in contributing to Malay nationalism. The final
chapter consists of a summary and general conclusion.
Malay Society up to the British Intervention.
Before our discussion goes into further detail, I would like to 
stress that our discussion of Malay society concentrates on its 
common features even though there are naturally some differences 
between parts of the country (1).
The words Malay, Malayan, Malaya, Malaysia and Malaysian (2) 
often cause confusion. The word Malay means a person of the Malay- 
community or race, and language. It also used for Indonesians and 
abrogines (3). Malayan refers to a person of any race who has 
become a resident and citizen of Malaya (4). The word Malayan was 
created by the British to distinguish between the Malay and non- 
Malay population. However, with few exceptions most of the
non-Malays do not want to use the word Malayan. Most of the 
Chinese called themselves Hua Chiao (overseas Chinese) and still 
considered themselves as Chinese citizens (5). The word Malayan 
was only frequently used after the 1940's. For example, Crazier- 
made his estimate of the Malayan population in the following
, S+a'{<L
1. Malays divide according to the /\fram which they come. The 
Malay Kingdom consists of 11 states such as Selangor, Pahang, 
Perak, Negeri Sembilan etc. Most of the Malay States practise the 
same custom except Negeri Sembilan. "Adat Perpatih" is their 
custom. Malays are also segregated into several clans and speak 
severa1 d i a 1ect s .
2. For example, E.H.G. Dabby, Southeast Asia, University of 
London Press Ltd., eleventh edition 1973, p. 107.
3. C.B. Kheng, "Asal Usui dan Asas Nasionalisme Malaya", in 
Nasionalisme Satu T i n jauan Se jarah, C.B, Kheng & Abd. Rahman 
Ismail <ed), Fajar Bakti, Petaling Jaya 1985, p. 88.
4. J.M. Gullick, Ma1aysia and 1ts Neighbours, Rout ledge & Kegan 
Pau1, Lon d on 1967, p . 4.
5. Ibid, p. 88.
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terms; "its seven million people include more than two and a half 
million Chinese and 750,000 Indians or Pakistanis. Together with 
the Malays, they are called Malayans (or Malaysians if r etiring 
to the citizenship of the new Federation)" (6). On the other hand
the Malays themselves, did not want to be called Malayan. This 
concept was criticised widely in several newspapers and magazines 
at that time, such as "Majalah Guru", "Majlis" and "Suara Benar" 
and many more (7). Malaya is used to described the peninsular 
region originally of sultanates south of the Thai border and 
organised into the federation of Malaya. Malaysia is the 
political combination of Malaya, Sabah and Sarawak into the 
Federation of Malaysia, and Malaysian is any national of the 
Fed e r a t .i on of Mai ays i a .
Before British intervention the total population in Malaya was 
not clearly known. However, it has been estimated by several 
writers at a quarter of a million before 1800 (8). G„ Mint
estimated during British administration initially abaut 300,000 
people which later increased to more than two million, apart from 
immigrants from Indonesia (9). Ness describes the population of 
Ma1aya as foilows ?
6. Brian Crozier, South East Asia In Turmoi1, Penguin Books, 
revised edition 1968, p. 30.
7. C.B. Kheng, op. cit., p. 89.
8. J .C . Ca 1dwe11, " The Demographi c Bac kground", T „H . S i1cock & 
A.K. Fisk (ed), The Poli t ical Economy of Independent M a 1aya, 
Angus & Robertson Ltd., London 1963, p. 59.
9. G. Wint, The Brit ish in Asia, Faber & faber Ltd, London 1947, 
p . 115.
I! a century ago there were lees than
a million people in the country, the
o v e r w h e 1 m i n g m a j o r i t y o f w h o m , w e r e lvl a 1 a y <•:
or In d ones i a n " (10)
Na t u r ally the same position e i s t s f o r t h e Ma 1 ays themse 1 ves. 
Before the twentieth century we do not know how many they were 
e k ac 11 y . Again we h ave t o use es t i ma ted fig ures. P ract i c a 11y
150, 000 mVv<aVT$.S- j.nc 1 udTncj Province We 11 es 1 ey (11) „ The Singapore 
p o p u  1 a t  ion w a s  e s t  ima.ted a t  a b o u t  i00, 0 0 0  p e o p l e  o f  w h o m  60, 0 0 0  
were Chinese (12)„
In the year 1891 the population of Perak was estimated at around
96,700 and Selangor 26,500 (13), Sung a .i Ujong 9,300, Negeri
Sembilan 35,300 and Pahang 50,500 (14). And the estimated figures 
for rest of the other Malay States population cam be seen in the
table in the following patge.
10. C.D. Ness, Bureaucracy amid the Rural Development in Ma. 1 ayas A 
Study of Complex Q roan i za t i on s in Stimulating Economy Development 
in the New States, Uni versi ty of Ca1i f orn ia Press, Berke1ey 1967,
11. C.N. Parkinson, Br i t ish Inter vent ion in Ma 1 aya 1667-1877 
Un i vers i ty of Ma 1 aya\ Press, Si ngapore, 1960, f /note i n p . 7.
12. Ibid, p. 12.
13. E. Sadka, The Protected Malay States 1874-1895., University of 
Mala y a P r ess, Kua1a Lump u r 1968, p „ 3.
14. Ibid, p. 4. See also P.G. Begbie, The Mat 1 ay an Pen i n su 1 a „ 
0 k f ord Un .i. versi ty Press, Kua 1 a Lu.mpur 1967, p „ 272« He est i mated 
Pahang Population att around 59000 peop 1 e in 1833.
and in IS68 was estimated to have
p. 39
Estimated Population in Malaya, 1835— 1836,
State
Perak
Selangor
Rernbau
Sungei Ujong
Johol
Jempol
Jelebu
Sri Menanti
Total
Populat ion
35.000
12.000
9, 000 
3, 600 
3, u8o 
2, 000 
2 , 000 
8- 000
S t a t e
Johore
Kedah & 
Ligor
Kelantan
Trengganu.
Kemaman
Patan i
Pahang
t o t a 1
To t a 1
Pop u 1ati on
25.000
50.000
50.000
30.000 
1, 000
10.000
40,000
280,680 (15)
Based on the above estimates, we can come to the conclusion that 
the papulation of Malaya before British intervention was not 
dense and most of them were Malays.
Generally, the physical appearance of Malays closely resembled 
the other peoples in the Southeast Asian countries. One English 
writer described the physical appearance of Malays as follows?
n Brown skinned people, medium height, 
with round heads and straight or wavy 
hair. They are lithe and graceful in 
manner but with a quick wit and sense 
of humour" (16).
15. Quote from Ooi Jin-Bee, Land, People And Economy 1n M a 1aya, 
Longmans, London reprinted 1964, p.. 106.
16. J.M. Gullick, op.cit., 1967, p. 4? see also L.R. Wheeler, The 
Modern Malay., Allen & Unwin Ltd., London 1928, discussed in depth
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Until the British arrival, basically Malays lived mainly along 
the river banks and the river valleys which are situated on the 
east and west coasts of the Malay Peninsula. They lived in the 
riverine areas because of the importance of the rivers and seas 
for communication, agriculture and the nature of political 
control. At that time, land cornmun icat ion was very poor. Three 
quarters of Malaya was covered with dense jungle. Rivers and seas 
became natural highways along which all goods and men had to 
pass.
And, given the importance of the rivers to the Malay settlements, 
we note that every state was based on its own river system and 
indeed the river system can be said to determine the states. Each 
state consisted essentially of one or more river systems. For 
example, the Pahang river system, the largest in the peninsula, 
formed the main settlement area of the state? Selangor comprises 
the settled valleys of the Bernarn, Selangor, Klang and Langat 
rivers (17).
Rivers were not only important as highways for men and goods, but 
also as water sources for daily life such as cooking, and 
bathing. Rivers also functioned as the political base and revenue 
sources for the ruling class (18). They gained very big cash
under "Physical Qualities of Peninsula Malay", and R.O. Minstedt 
(ed), Maiayas The Strai ts Set11ements And The Federated And 
LJnfederated Malay States, Constable & Co. Ltd., London , Bombay 
and Sydney~1923,~ pp."86-92.
17. E, Sadka, op.cit», pp. 2-3. The center of Sungei Ujong lay in 
the upper reachers of the Linggi, and the settlements in Negeri 
Semh ilan foilowed the upper Muar and i ts t r i butar i es.
18. J.M. Gullick, Ma1aysias Economic Expans ion and Nat ional
revenues by tax collection at the river mouth» All goods passing 
had to pay taxes and by this way chiefs or the Malay ruling class 
were able to establish states on the major river mouths and later 
extend their influence to the interior.
The Malays lived in "Kampung" villages on the banks of rivers. 
Each village comprises several houses made from wood. The size of 
the each village depended solely on how many houses were in the 
village. The more houses were built the 1arger the vi 11age was»
Nonetheless a distinction has been made between the small and
larger villages. The larger v i11ag e had a res i d en t head man o r 
"Penghulu". To be entitled to have a headman together with a 
masque complete with its officials, a village had to have at 
least forty houses (19). As a leader, the headman managed affairs 
and became the mediating authority between the peasants and the
chiefs. The maximum size of the village was limited by the
availability of suitable land for rice and cultivation especially 
areas which planted the wet rice. Wet rice required level and 
well watered land, but the Malay cultivators relied merely on 
rain water for irrigation. Therefore, good places for planting 
wet rice were very .limited.
How the Malay settlements were established had a connection with 
the immigrant flow from Indonesia. This process is described by
Un i tv. Westview Press, Toronto 1981, p. 34? also see? general 
picture of M a 1 ay P o 1 i t i c a 1 8 y s t e m i n J . M . G li 11 i c k , The I nd i gen p u s  
Poli t ical System of Western Ma 1aya, Athlone Press, London 
reprinted 1965.
19. McNair & Wilkinson, undear "Mukim" cited in J'.M. Gullick, 
1965, op«cit., p « 28.
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Gu11i e k as foilows§
" a century ago they travelled into the 
interior in search of a new home by po 11ing 
boats along the winding rivers. Their main 
concern was to find a place where they could 
plant rice, their staple food crop, and so 
support themselves. Land was abundant and 
the local ruler to whom they would pay taxes, 
made them welcome. They found perhap 15 -0.
hundred acres alongside the river or one of 
its tributaries which they could irrigate for 
rice with brushwood dams and short channels 
dug to the fields. Here they settled and a 
Malay village began" (20)„
The next party of immigrants would move on past them since it 
easier to clear a new site than to enlarge the area of 
existing village by taking in more land at a different level.
20» J „ M . Gu 11 ick, Ma 1 aysia and i ts Neighbours., 196/, op . c i t 
5 .
was 
t h e
, p.
7
The Malay Economy.
The economy of the Malay was based on subsistence agriculture. 
They planted wet rice "Radi sawah/bendang“ in the irrigated and 
flooded fields. “Radi bukit/huma" dry-rice was grown in shifting 
patches on cleared hill slopes. There was also considerable 
fishing which used the very simple techniques from the rivers and 
seas (1). Fish was of considerable importance as a major source 
of protein.. Their other crops included bananas, coffee, tobacco, 
maize, sugar cane, tapioca, pepper and gambier which they grew in 
rotation. Fruits we re a 1so g rown a round their houses an d they 
kept livestock such as chicken, ducks and buffaloes, the latter 
could also be used in the fields. All these fruits and livestock 
were grown and kept only on a small scale and partly for domestic 
c on sump t i o n . They on Iy used very si mp1e t ec hn i ques an d re1i ed 
heavily on the natural resources like rain water, rivers and 
ferti1izer together with human and anima1 muse 1e .
Besides that, Malays also collected jungle products such as 
rattan, bamboo and "damar". All these things were traded in 
exchange for imported textiles, Javanese tobacco, salt and iron 
t ooIs. In ad d i t i on the re was a va1uabIe export in t i n f rom 
several of the Malay 3tates and a much smaller one in gold (2).. 
Although Malaysia today is not considered to be an important 
source of gold, in ear1y times the MaIay Peninsu1a was best known
1. Raymond Firth, Malay Fishermen a Thei r Reasan t Economy„ 
Rout ledge & Kegan Paul, London second edition 1966, pp. 41-54, 
see detail of types and cost of equipments.
2. B.W. & L.Y. Andaya, A History of Ma 1aysia , Macmillan, London 
1982, pp. 10-13.
as "Golden Kherosonese" by early Greek geographers because there
we re gold dep os its in the Mai ay Pen i n su 1 a (3) . Ma 1 ay sma 11 g o 1 d
mines mainly were operated at Gel insing, Kechau., Pu. j urn and Sunqei
Muntan in Pahang, Batu Bersawah and Sungei Luit in Negeri
Sembilan, the Kedana mine at Mount Ophir in Johore, and the 
biggest one was at Pahang, around Raub. The production of gold in 
the three states at the end of the First World War gives an idea 
of the scales
State
Perak
N» Sembilan
Pahang
Yea r (ounces)
1918 1919 1920
1,237 1,091 1,338
~ZtQ Q
17,034 15,278 11,476
(4) .
Ooi states that the Raub mine in Pahang, produced 700,000 ounces 
of gold in the fifty years since production started in 1899 (5).
All mines operated in Malaya have now closed down because it has 
been found uneconomic to carry on production-
Tin, 1ess va1uab1e than gold, was far more ektensively found, 
Small tin mining industry had been started in the early years but 
with .. primitive techniques, triosk . famous "mendulang".
3. And aya, l'bid, p. 12? about Golden Kherosonese, see P. 
Wheatley, The Golden Kherosoneses Stud ies in the Historical 
Geography of the Malay Pen insula Before A . P . 1500 „ University of 
Malaya Press, Kuala Lumpur reprinted 1966.
4. Quote from P.O. Winstedt (ed), op.cit., p. 185.
5. Ooi Jin-Bee, op.cit., p. 314.
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The technique of the “mendulang" was to dig out the “pay dirt"
(karang) and they used trays to shovel it into a stream
of running water- The heavy particles of ore fa11 to the bottom
while the soil (earth) was carried away by the stream. The ore
was then smelted in a charcoal furnace and cast into ingots.
The tin mining industry is of great antiquity and even _■ now
it still makes a major contribution to the Malaysian economy. In
this i ndust ry Ma 1 ays warked On a par t t  ime bas i s or worked as
their chiefs required (6). Chinese workers were to be found
f was
w i d e 1 y wo r k i n g with Ma 1 ay chief s an d 1 a ter t h e i n d us t r y fK t a ken 
over by the Chinese and Europeans.
The Malay economy was basically closed and self-sufficient and 
petty trade was in the hands of the local nobility. Until the 
nineteenth century the monopolies of the trade in imports and 
exports were in their hands. They also acted as entrepreneurs but 
alongside foreign Malays (Indonesians) or Arabs or later the 
Chinese. The carriage of tin was also in their hands. It has been 
noted that the Sultan of Kedah carried on large tin trading
expeditions. He carried a very large amount of tin to the
Coromandel coast of India in the seventeenth century (7).
6. See corvee system under “Malay political system" in the 
foilawi ng essays.
7. E. Sadka, op.cit., p. IS.
The Malay Political System.
The largest political unit in lialava was the state. The word 
"negeri" meant state and before the nineteenth century the state
was in pract ice a c i ty, usua 11 y a port--c i ty, espec ia 11 y in
political systems which derived from the Malacca Sultanate.
-foi'oaG'
However, after the nineteenth century, the states were eithereby 
conquest or by the allegiance owed to the Sultan by independent 
chiefs (1). The state was typically the basin of a large river, 
forming a block of land extending from the coast inland to the
central watershed. The capital of the state was the point at
which the main river ran into the sea. At this point the ruler 
could control the movement of all persons who entered or left his 
state. He could defend it from external attacks and he could levy 
taxes on its imports and exports.
The Sultan was head of the state assisted by several noblemen 
"pemfoesa r" and t er r i t o r i a 1 c h i efs. Th e g roup of the ru1e r was 
simply called the ruling class (Go 1 origan pemerintah) and the rest 
of the community was subject class "rakyat" (2). The Ruling class 
comprised the Sultan, noblemen and the chiefs who gave 
instruct ions and the rest who had to obey them. This position can 
be seen from diagram in the following pages.
A ruling class and subject class was one of the basic elements of
1. J.M. Gullick, The Ind iqenous Poli t ical System of Western 
M a 1a y a „ op » c i t ., p „ 26.
2. Ibid, under "the r u 1ing c 1a s s "; see also L .R . Wheeler, The 
Modern M a l a y ., Allen & Unwin Ltd., London 192S, under "Malay type- 
sec t i on 1, 11 ?y. Ill"; R . 0» W i ns t ed t (e d ) , op.cit., pp. 102-107»
11
Sul tan/Raja.
Noblemen 
Ch iefa
Subject class
Malay political and social, structure. The subject class wais very 
loyal to their chiefs. In consequence, most people had no 
initiative. They only did whatever they were instructed to do.
" I was one of the Maharaja Lela's followers.
I must do what he bids me. I am his rakyat.
I would not dare to resist him (3).
The two classes, the ruling and subject class rarely intermarried
and there was a gap between them. Subject class had to pay
absolute respect to the ruling class. The subject class referred
to themselves either as "patek" when speaking to a prince, or as
"hamba datuk" when addressing a non royal aristocrat. If they met
on a path the man of the subject class squatted down to put
Me
himself on a lower level. Sultan or Raja was At itie in all states 
except Negeri Sembilan where Yang Di Pertuan Besar or Yam Tuan 
was used (4).
3. quote f ram Gu11i c k, Ibid, p . 65.
4. M.G.S. Swift, Malay Peasant Society in Jelebu. ftthlone Press,
12
Malaysia had a close contact with India and Islam over a long 
period, and therefore had assimilated the Hindu and Islamic ideas 
of kingship. The word Raja was used eis a result of Hindu 
influence until, with the coming of Islam, it was replaced by 
Su 1 tain.
I k
A Sul tain was the centre of power and was supported by a number of
noblemen and territorial chiefs who acted as his advisers. His
obvious role was to symbolize unity and order in the state. The
Sultan was theoretically the owner of the soil and the arbiter of
life and death? appointments to office, concessions and revenue
r
monopolies were in his gift, and theoret ical ly t ransf ei-£ed no 
permanent or hereditary right. But ownership of the soil had only 
a symbolic importance in a country where land was much more 
plentiful than people? appairt.+.'Y»<m'-Vs and commissions were usually 
confirmations of power already established, and were in practice 
if not principle hereditary. Furthermore, custom secured to the 
chiefs a degree of control over the sultanate, giving them a 
share in the determination of the succession, and requiring their 
consent to all important state decisions and to foreign treaties
(5). The Sultan strengthened his position in various ways (6),
London 1965, pp. 12-22. Generally, the Yang di Pertuan Besar's 
position was the same as the Sultan.
5. E. Sadka, Ibid, p. 11.
6. J .M . Gu11i c k, op.cit., d i sc ussed i n d ep t h und e r t h e Su11 an ate. 
Also see, D.J. Steinberg et.al, I_n Search of South East Asia, 
Pall Mall Press, London 1971, under “Mailay Sultans"; W.W. Skeat, 
Malay Mag ic s An Introdnet ion to the Folklore and Popular Re 1iq ion
of the Ma1ay Fen insula. Macmillan, London 1900, under “Sanctity
of the Body".
14lff<L
Some of them Ataken from the principles of Hindu, k ingsh ip, ^rvii t was 
■VVi a,
believed /x Sultan was vested with "daulat": majesty. He was also 
sacrc-San ci, It was said that if any one commi tted treason against 
the Sultan he would suffer inevitable retribution. Several things
were reserved to him and used as a means of separating him and
ita o
/'royal family from the subject class. Nobody except (member of the
royal family was allowed to wear yellow clothes and royalty also
used a special vocabulary. The greatness of the Sultan also can
be seen in his regalia (kebesaran) which consisted of weapons,
musical instruments, various insignia of office including historic
jewels, robes and other -accoutrements, ritual orn a m e n t s  and Vessel
art ic1es of mag ic workmanship (7). The details of the roya1
regalia were different in each state but the principle of
separation was the same (8).
\VlQ_
Obviously/xSul tan was supported by the chiefs (pembesar) who acted
as advisers to him. Closest to the Sultan were the first rank
chiefs who held offices which derived from the Malacca Sultanate. 
The offices of the state were chief minister (bendahara),
commander of troops and police (temenggong), harbour master and 
collector of customs (shahbandar) and treasurer (penghulu 
bendahari). The above officials served in the palace (istana) or 
at least in the port town itself. In some states, chiefs were
arranged in groups of four (orang besar berempat), eight (orang
besar berlapan) and sixteen (enam belas) (9)„
7. E . Sad k a , op.cit., p . 8.
8. W .W . S keat, op.cit., p p « 24-27.
9. E . Sad ka, op.cit., pp. 11 -16 $ J . Ivl» Gu 11 i c k , 1965 op.cit., pp.
14
The next political unit was a district (jajahan or daerah). A
district was governed by the district chief who was appointed by
the Sultan. As with the state itself, the territorial chief was
usually based on a particular stretch of river. The chief was
entitled to obtain revenues from the district he commanded. Up to 
-Vln<2_
/nineteenth century their revenues came mainly from the passing 
trade. In certain districts which were rich in tin, the chief 
became richer and more powerful than the Sultan and the chief was 
often largely independent of the capital (10). His advice was 
always asked for in important matters of foreign policy or when 
t rade re1at ions were be ing d i scussed.
The economic resources of the chiefs were extremely varied, but 
their revenue derived mainly from the two sources, firstly 
services attracted from slaves, bondmen and secondly taxes on 
production and trade. Chiefs also could demand free labour from 
the subject class through village headmen in the district, called 
the corvee., system or "sistem kerah". This labour would carry out 
tasks sueh as clearing the river, bui1ding houses or rnosque etc, 
and the services could be required at any time. Nevertheless, in 
practice there were limitations. Chiefs could only ensure enough 
labour when they were able to provide food and asked for workers 
at the right time. For example, labour was more easily available 
out the harvest season. S w e 11 e n h am he 1 pfu 11 y g ives the fo 3.1 owing
89-94.
10. Fo r e x ample, Ng ah 1b rah i m was a ve ry p owe r f u 1 c hi e f i n La ru t , 
Perak. See C.D. Cowan, Nineteenth Century M a 1ayas The 0 rio ins of 
Bri t ish Poli t ical Con t ro1, 0 x f ord University Press, London 1961.
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cl esc r ip t ion s
" When a chief wanted labour for any 
public or private work such as the
clearing of a river, the building of 
a mosque or house, the manning of boats
for a journey all the men within reach
were summoned, through the village headmen, 
to come and undertake this forced labour,
for which no payment was ever made, and
though the labourers were supposed to be 
fed as long as the work lasted, that was 
not always done (11).
The smallest political u nit w a s t h e village " k a. m p u n g " . T h e h e a cl 
of this type of village was a headman "penghulu" (12) who was 
also appointed by the Sultan. The headman might have an 
aristocratic connection with the district chief, but very often, 
he was a member of the subject class. The appointment of the 
headman to the office was made by the Sultan only as a 
confirmation, as I mentioned earlier, so the real facts leading 
to the appointment of headmen were obviously determined by 
severa1 f ac t ors« These i mpor t an t factors we re (13)s the headman
11. Quote by J . M . Gu 11 ic k , 1965 op . c i t „ , p . 108..
12. Ibid, p. 36, in modern times the "penghulu" is responsible 
for a " muk i m " (sub-~d i s t r i c t wh i ch may include severa I v i 11 ages) 
the headman of single village is called "ketua kampung" or in 
some areas "penggawa" and "sidang".
13. Ibid, they will be discussed in depth under "authority in the
1 £>
often inher.i ted his office from his father or other patri 1 inea. 1 
relatives, he was a member of a numerous and groups in the 
village, he was related to a considerable number of his fellow 
villagers, he was relatively wealthy, and he had the support of 
his superior in the political hierarchy and he had prestige 
arising f rom his p e rson a 1 abilities.
The headman became the mediating authority between the peasants
and the chief and was generally responsible for the maintenance
-the. j
of peace within the area, for organizing labour for £ corvie...
system and for contributing men and money to the chief's defence
WaS
force (14). The headmanAalso responsible for arresting criminals
and delivering them to the district chief for trials and
■for
exercising a small judicial function, solv'tr^ t\
problems (15) and f ul f i lltnejvar ious other requirements of the 
district chief. Although the headman enjoyed high status
within his village and held responsibility, . he was still a 
member of one family group in the village.
In order t o e xerc ise his dutv in the village, the headman was
assisted by several officials. The most important person next to
vi 1lage“.
14. S. S. Bed ling ton, Malaysia and Sinoapore; The Bui Id i rig of New 
Statesn Cornell University Press 1978, p. 28,
15. S » Hus in A 1 i , 1 Soc i a 1 Stratification In Karnp on g Bag an s A 
Study of Class, Status, Conflict and Mobility in a Rural Malay 
Community", JMBRAS 1964, pp. 22-23. Two examples how headman 
succeed to solve problems existed, the first one quarrel between 
Malay and Chinese parents because of child and the other quarel 
between six members in the family concerning inherited a piece of 
land.
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the headman in the hierarchy of the village was the “Imam" 
(vicar) of the mosque.
The "Imam" was concerned with re1igion and probab1v magic at the 
village level (16). His importance in religion came from the fact 
t h a t h e led public p ravers an cl had respon s i b i 1 i t y f o r t h e
administrat ion of the mosque. At the same time, he probably also
acted as a religious teacher. In comparison with the village 
headman, the office of the "Imam" was easier to achieve. The 
" I mam " was supposed to k n ow more about Islamic lea rri i n g a 11 h oug h 
great knowledge was not required. Obviously he was a haj who had 
made the pilgrimage to Mecca.
The "Khatib" is ne;<t to the "Imam", whose responsibility it was­
te give the admonitory address (in Arabic and in between in
Malay) at the Friday prayers. The lesser officer of the mosque is
"Bilal", who made the daily call to prayer also in Arabic. 
Finally, the magician or "pawang'^not/least important figure in 
the village. He performed the seasonal rituals necessary to 
placate the forces of nature, to ensure good crops or catches, or 
to cleanse the village of accumulated malignant spirits (17). In 
certain areas the magician was also known as the spirit doctor 
"bomoh" or "dukun". The "pawanq" doctored the sick because he had 
am esoteric knowledge of physical and mental illness, together 
with causes and remedies (IS).
16. J.M. Gullick, The 1 nd ioenous Pol i t ical System of Ivies tern 
Ma 1 aw a op.cit., pp. 138-143. See Islam and magic.
17 W .W . Skeat, op.cit., pp„ 56-61.
18. Ibid, pp. 408-457.
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'‘Pawang ' or " Bomah 1 were normall y men bu.t women cou 1 cl be a
"Bomoh", For example, in Jenderam Hilir village, in the state of
Selangor, there were two women "bomohs" and one of them was
be 1 i eved to be ab 1 e to re 1 .ieve ciepress i on caused by sp i r i t
bew i t ch men t (19) »
19, P.J. Wilson, A Vi 1laqe and Malaysias Soc ial Va1ues and Rural 
D e v e l o p m e n t Hraf press, New Haven 1967, p, 43,
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British Intervention.
In .1.786, British (East India Company) occupation began in Malaya
when it received Penang (Palau. Pinang) from the Sultan of Kedah
in return for military support. Later in the early nineteenth 
century, Singapore (1819) and Malacca (1824) were put under 
E-fritish control, and were known as the Straits Settlements
(Meger i -~neger .i Se 1 a t > «
Generally, in the nineteenth century the British were satisfied
with a non-intervention policy in the Malay States. The E-frit ish
were not anxious to spread their influence and extend their power-
further inland into the Malay States before 1874. This policy
reflected their belief that if they tried to extend their power,
it might cause the intervention of other major powers such as
Russia, Germany or France who also wished to develop colonial
-Hvl vdurs. also
empires in the east (1) and eveny(British /'aware that intervention 
in Malay states might lead to war with Siam. However, beyond that 
their prime concern was trade (2). The importance of the Strai ts 
Settlements was as the strategic location between India and
China. Cowan desc r i bed British policy as follows,
" British government had never been, and 
were not in 1873, interested in the Malay 
States for their own sakes. Their prime
1. N. Tarling, “British Policy in the Malay Peninsula and
Archipelago 1824-1871", JMBRAS, vol. XXX, part 3, 1957, pp. 9-18.
2. L.A. Mills, "British Malaya 1824-67", Oxford University Press, 
Kuala Lumpur, London, New York and Melbourne, permission from 
•JMBRAS reprinted 1966, The Malayan Policy of the East India 
Company, 1786-1867, pp. 174-188.
concern was British trade, especially trade 
with China, and their interest in the Straits 
of Malacca and the South China Sea was 
strategic, not colonial" (3).
Even in the early stages, the reason why the British took Penang 
from the Sultan of Kedah can illustrate the non-intervention 
policy which they carried out. Penang was not only important in 
trade between England and China, but helped to protect India and 
her commerce by providing a base for nava1 un its C4).
In practice, the intention to keep a non-intervention policy in 
the Malay States was complicated by the position of Siam, later 
known as Thailand. Prior to the British intervention, Si aim was 
already establishing its influence and r eg a r d ed t h e Nor t h Ma. 1 ay 
States as vassal states - Kedah, Perl is, Kelantan and Terengganu. 
Moreover, the uprising of the Chao Phaya of Ligor, the semi­
independent governor of the Siamese state of Patani after 1812 
was the beginning of an intensive campaign to assert effective 
control over the Malay States to the south and this threatened 
the British position. The Br i t ish tried to prevent S iam f rom 
extending its authority southward. This led them to a policy of 
supporting the threatened states like Perak and Selangor, so as
3. C.D. Cowan, Nineteenth Century Ma 1 aya s The Prig ins Of Efr i t ish 
Poli t ical Con t ro1. 0xf ord Uni versi ty Press, London 1961, p . 269.
4. R. He ussier, £<r i t i sh Ru 1 e in Ma 1 ava: The Ma 1 a van C i v i 1 Service 
and i ts Predecessors„ 1667-1942. Clio Press, 1981, p.l? N. 
Tarling, British Pol icy In The Ma 1ay Pen insula And Arch ipelago 
1824-1871. Oxford University Press, Kuala Lumpur & Singapore, 
London S-: New York 1969, Irvbroduct ion.
to erect a buffer between themselves and Siam (5). The British
were also involved in the affairs of the Malay States when they
signed several treaties with the Siam government and local chiefs
- the treaty between Henry Burney with Siam in 1826, that with
Perak which was signed by W.S. Cracroft in 1818, by J. Anderson
in 1825 and Captain James Low in 1826? and Selangor was also
included in the treaty which was signed by Cracroft in 1818 and
cfo'tact oC
Anderson in 1825? in 1831 and 1832, the/vRembau ‘came to an 
agreement with R. Ibbetson on a basis of friendship (6).
The British changed their policy and later on becqme more 
aggressive when Malay States became chaotic and unstable instead 
of peaceful and stable as a result of several conflicts in the 
late nineteenth century. Disputes especially in Perak and 
Selangor about succession and the struggle for tin mines caused 
this instability. Disturbances which occurred in Perak were also 
caused by a struggle for the succession to the throne between 
Raja Abdullah, Raja Ismail and Raja Yusof. All of them wanted to 
be a Sultan after the death of Sultan Ali, In Selangor on the 
other hand, con f1ic t was caused by compet i t i on over the r i ch tin 
m i n e a r e a s a t L e m b a h K 1 a n g and l< u a 1 a L u m p u r« T h e s t r u g g 1 e f o r t h e 
tin m i nes in S e 1an g o r was led by Ten g k u Kud i n an d Ra j a Mah ad i, 
The disturbances in the Malay States were also made worse by the 
activities of the Chinese secret societies under the ' leadership
5. C.D. Cowan, op.cit., p. 10,
6. W.G. Maxwell and W.S. Gibson (ed), Treat ies and Engagements 
Affect.ing the Malay States and Borneo, London 1924, pp. 77-81,
20-23, 30-34, 43-48™.
of Ghee Hin and Hai San. Both groups were competing for the tin 
concession in Larut, Perak and in Lembah Klang and Kuala Lumpur, 
Selangor. For example, Chinese tin miners in Larut had clashes in 
1861 and 1865 and this recurred in 1872 with considerable loss of 
life (7). All the con f 1i c t men t i oned above was d i rec 11y affected 
by the growth of trade* Malay States tin imported into the 
Straits Settlements was badly hit and the value of imports at 
Penang during 1872- 18/3 decreased/(near 1 y i , Oou, OOU do 11 ars
(8), but also the colonial government had a natural fear that 
these disturbances might spread to Penang and Singapore, which 
had suffered from Chinese riots in the past (9).
Generally, the chaotic condition of the Malay States was pushing 
politicians and administrators in London to take forward action 
in order to prevent a breakdown of trade and avoid foreign powers 
putting their feet in the Malay Peninsula. The condition of the 
Malay Peninsula, Lord Kimberley wrote, "is becoming very 
serious. It is the old story of misgovernment of Asiatic states. 
This might go on without any very serious consequences except the 
stoppage of trade, were it not that the European and Chinese 
capitalists, stimulated by the great riches in tin mines which 
exist in some of the Malay States are making suggestions to
7. For the account of rivalries of Ghee Hin and Hai Ban, see V. 
Purcell, The Ch inese In Southeast As i a . Oxford University Press, 
London, New York and Toronto 1951, pp. 316-324.
8. Mohamed Amin & Malcolm Caldwell (ed), Malaya; The Makinq 0 f A 
Neo-Co 1 on y . fiussg.U Pa- <3 OL •Fa.un dcvk t,\y No 11 i n q h am 1977, p. 19.
9. R. Allen, Ma1ays i a s Prospect and Retrospect, the Impact and 
Aftermath of Colon ial Rule, 0 x f o r d IJ n i v e r s i t y Press, London 1968, 
p. 44.
native princes that they should seek the aid of Europeans to
enable them to put down the disorders which prevail. We are the
paramount power on the peninsula up to the limit of the states 
tributary to Siam, and looking to the 'vicinity of India and our 
whole position in the east I apprehend that it would be a serious 
matter if any other European power were to obtain a footing in
the peninsu1a " (10 > »
This situation became reality when Clarke was appointed in
November 1873 as a Governor in the Straits Settlements. He took 
full advantage from a Colonial Office — authorized forward policy 
on the west coast (11). In addition, he was also known as a 
s t rong i mpe r i a 1i s t an d it is not su rp r i s i n g that i n t ervent i on 
took place d u r i ng his time in o f f i c e (12). No reaver, C 1a r k e "s 
forward movement was accelerated by the pressure from the Straits 
Settlements merchants to restore peace and order, and most 
important of all was the request for Residents in the Federated 
Malay States made by the rulers themselves.
The first case of intervention in the Malay States was Perak, 
where Raja Abdullah sought British help in order to solve the 
succession dispute between him and Ra j a Yusuf. He wrote to Clarke 
inviting him to send a Resident to Perak and asking in return for 
recognition as Sultan (13). It was this offer which resulted in
10. quote from C.D. Cowan, op.cit., p. 169.
11. N. Tarling, 1969, op.cit., p. 84.
12. C.D. Cowan, op.cit., unde r "Sir An d rew C 1a r k e & t he 
i n t roduc t i on o f Res i den ts".
13. R. Emerson, Ma1aysi a s A Study in Pi rect and Ind i rect Rule,
the well-known Pang k or Treaty of 22 Ja.nu.ary 1874, which
recogn i zed Abdu 11 ah a.s Su. 11an in retu.rn f or h i s ag reemen t to
accept a British Resident whose advice had to be asked and acted
upon on at 11 questions other than touching Hai lay religion and
custom (14). Whatever views or : orjuments there are concerning
the factors which encouraged Britain to take forward action in
the Malay States, (all writers cannot escape from this particular
i n c i d ent^ (15). It c an b e seen as a\ t u r n i n g p o i n t wh en J . W . W .
Bi rch became British Res i dent i n Perak. Af ter 1874, the Br i t ish
used similar methods to expand their influence in the Malay
States, and for comparable reasons. By the end of 1874, Residents
and Subordinate officers had been posted to all three west coast
Vky<ak.
states which comprised Selangor, Megeri Sembilan and/, Later, in 
1888, the state of Pahang came under British protection. The 
Malay States were united by the British in 1896 in order to
increase administrative efficiency. Before this, Residents in
each state were free to act without proper guidance. Now a common 
c i v i 1 serv ice w i t h a c en t ra I b u reauc racy in Kua 1 a Lump) u r was 
formed in the Federated Malay States led by the Resident General. 
He had responsibility for supervising the administration of the 
states through the individual Residents, and was officially
answerable to the Governor who was also High Commissioner for the*
Macmillan, Mew York 1937, p. 119; EL W. & L.Y. Andaya, A History 
of Malaysia., Macmillan, London 1982, p. 155.
14. W . G . Maxwe 11 W.S. Gi bson, op.c i t., p „ 28. See art i c 1 e 1 & 
6.
15» For e y,amp 1 es, C.D. Cowan ; R . Emerson ; N „ Tar 1 i ng ; C . M . 
Parkinson; M. Caldwell and E. Sadka.
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Federated Malay States.
, H\<L
Before A early twentieth century, British influence on the Malay 
States was limited in the Straits Settlements and Federated Malay 
States, and the re was 1i 1 1e in vo1vemen t i n t h e Un federat ed Ma1ay 
States - Perl is, Kedah, Kelantan and Terengganu; also known as the 
Northern Malay States.
All four Northern Malay States traditionally acknowledged Siamese 
overlordship and the British recognized that situation on the
hasis of the 1826 treaty until the twentieth century, though the 
situation in Kelantan and Terengganu was ambiguous (16). This 
ambiguity only existed in European eyes, especially on the 
British side, because the treaty did not formally recognize
Siamese overlordship. Whereas from Bangkok's point of view,
Ke 1 a.n t an atnd Terengg anu we re vassa 1 s t a t es wh o ac know 1 edged t he i r
tributary status by sending the "Bunga emas" and “Perak" (gold 
and silver flowers) every three years (17). Despite the usual 
sending of “Bunga emas" and “Perak", the Siamese also interfered 
in internal affairs. For example, Siamese help was asked in order 
to settle a throne dispute in Kelantan between Tuan Senik and 
Long Zainal in 1837. With Siamese help, Tuan Senik was succeeded 
in defeating Long Zainal. Although Siamese rule was not directly 
implemented, Tuan Senik had an obligation to send a political! 
report together with "EUnga emas" to Siam (18).
16. W.G. Maxwell & W.S. Gibson, op.cit., pp. 77-82.
17. B.W. & L.Y. Andaya, op.cit., p. 118.
18. K.K. Kim, "Semenanjung Tanah Melayu Da1am Kurun Yang Ke 
Sembi1an Belas - 111", Zainal Abidin Abd. Wahid (ed ), Sedarah
Generally, the Br-i t ish recognized all f onr Northern Ma 1 ay States 
as Siamese vassal states until the point when both sides agreed 
to begin consultation about transfer into the British sphere from 
Siamese overlordship« There were many factors which led to 
British interest in the affairs of the Unfederated Malay States. 
Among those factors were disturbances in the north of Perak, Sai 
and other districts which could affect the British economy in the 
peninsula (19). The most important factor, however, which 
encouraged direct British involvement in the Northern States was
the danger of Siam falling into the hands of foreign powers, such
as Russia, Germany or Fraxnce. One British administrator had 
expressed his view as fo11ows,
" Our true policy is to extend our inf1uence 
over all the Malay States of the peninsula
up to British Burrnah, so that in the event of 
Siam falling under French influence, we
should be in the position of demonstrating
that interference with Malay States would be 
a breach with us " (20).
There was the example of Behn Mayer, a German entrepreneur who 
attempted to lease F'ulau Langkawi from Siam (21), and German 
act i v i ty i n the rai1way depar tmen t . Financ i a 1 prob 1ems and i ssues
Ma1ays i a Sep intas Laiu, D.B.P., Kuala Lumpur 1983, p. 86.
19. Zahari Hj„ Adam, "Zaman Peralihan Di Perl is 1909-1940", K.K. 
Kim (ed), Se jar ah Masyarakat Me 1 ayu M o d e n Persatuan Muz i urn 
Malaysia, Kuala Lumpur 1984, p. 64.
20. R . Emerson, op.c i t., p « 223.
21. Zahar i, op.c it., p . 65.
of land concession in Kelantan were among the important factors 
to make British feel it imperative to interfere in the Northern 
Malay States. Through the Anglo—Siam treaty in 1909, Siamese 
authority over Kelantan, Terengganu, Kedah and Perl is and a 
nearby island was officially transferred to British overlordship, 
protection, administration and control (22).
Basically, after the Anglo—Siam agreement in 1909, the
administrat ion of the Malay States can be roughly divided into 
three categori es. F i rst1y , St ra its Set 11emen ts wh i ch comp r i sed 
Penang, Malacca and Singapore. Secondly, Federated Malay States 
n ame1y Perak, Selangor, Negeri Semb i1an and Pah ang, and f i na 11y 
Unfederated Malay States such as Perl is, Kedah, Kelantan,
Terengganu and Johore.
Johore was located in the south of the peninsula and its position 
was very different from two categories of Malay States? Federated 
and Unfederated. It is a state which it is most difficult to 
characterize and describe in any simple and straightforward way.
There were several elements which gave Johore a very special
character among the Malay States (23). As regards its population, 
Johore had a vast majority of immigrants, whereas in the
Unfederated States the majority of the population was Malay.
Johore a 1so had a 1ong estab1i shed reIat ionship w i th the Br i t i sh, 
and yet it was the last state to accept a British adviser. Johore 
only received a British adviser in 1914 but then, as
22. W . G . Max we 11 W.S. G i b son, op.cit., p . 88.
23. R . Erne rson, op.cit., pp. 197-198.
30
elsewhere among the Malay States in the peninsula his advice had 
to be asked and acted upon in all matters other than those 
touching Malay religion and custom.
The Johore treaty was totally different from the other Malayan 
treaties which were signed by the Governor of the Straits 
Settlements. In the case of Johore, however,, it was signed by the 
Colonial Secretary in London and it was made for purposes of 
friendship (24). The Residential system which had been 
established elsewhere on the peninsula did not extend to Johore 
until the 1914 ag reemen t was signed, artd this ag reemen t ac tua 11 y 
was a continuation of the 1885 treaty which appointed a British 
officer to live in Johore but whose functions were to be only 
t h ose o f a c on su1a r ag en t.
24. W.G. & W.S. Gibson, op.cit., pp. 132-133, treaty 1885 was 
signed by F.A. Stanley, Her Majesty's Secretary of State for the 
colonies. Treaties 1885 & 1914, see pp. 132-136.
The Origin of Malay Nationalism up to the independence.
Nationalism has taken many forms and expressions, and it is 
impossible to define exactly. Nationalism comprises several basic 
elements of which strong group feeling, common race, language, 
religion, tradition and past historical achievements, works of 
art, characteristics of the people, political ideologies and 
propaganda are most important. Other factors like history,
geography, and economic advance helped to develop the idea of
nationa1i sm (1). Nat i ana1i sm may foe def ined as a sen t i men t , 
loyalty or sympathy which binds a group of people together 
through common inst i tut ions and cu11ure and thus creates a uni ty 
among them (2). Or, in other words, nationalism is a sentiment
which binds a group of people together on the basis of common
ideals and beliefs.
Iti5also difficult to determine the origin of the nationalism in 
many countries. In the case of Malay nationalism that is also the 
case and it is hard to say when Mat lay nationalism actually began. 
Many wr i ters suggest that Ma 1aya nat ionalism on1y hegan hetween 
the years 1946-1957 and onwards (3). Some thi nk 1946 was very 
s igni f i can t because then UMNO (Uni ted Ma 1ays Nat i ona1 
0 rg ani z a t i o n ) was f o rmed to abolish the Ma 1ayan Uni on p rop osa1. 
Others emphasize the later co-operation by Malays, Indians and
1. C „ R » C hi a v a n , National ism in As i a , S t e r ling P u b 1 i s h e r s , N e w 
De1h i 1973, pp. 63-68.
2. Royal Institute of International Affairs, Nat iona1 ism. Oxford 
University press, London 1939, pp . xvi-xx.
3. See C.B. Kheng, "Asal Usui dan Asas Nasionalisme Malaya" in R » 
Sunthara 1 ingam & Abd. Rahman l-l j . Ismail (ed) , Nasiona 1 isme Satu 
T i n j auan Sejarah , Fa j a r Ba k t i, Pet aling Jaya, 1985, pp. 81-101.
Chinese in an attempt to gain independence which was achieved in 
1957 and extended to form Malaysia in 1963. The Chinese and
Indian migration inf 1 ux resu 11ed in the growth of ru.bber and tin
industries in Malaya, and in consequence Malaya become a multi­
racial country. Every race tried to perpetuate its own values and 
no contact occurred between them. Malays stayed in the village^ 
the Chinese in mines and towns and Indians in the rubber estates. 
Differences in interests and values among them prevented the 
e x i s t e nc e of a un it ed national movemen t until 1942. But t ha t d oes 
not mean that there was no nationalist movement in Malaya before 
the second world war at all. Nationalism started here on a racial 
basis, and in comparison, it was Chinese nationalism which was 
the most active movement in Malaya (4). The activeness of the 
Chinese movement seemed to swamp other movements especially that 
o f Mai 1 ays. The d i rec t i on of t h e Ch i n ese a.n d I n d i an n a t i on a 1 i s t 
movement bef ore 1942 was towards the i r home count r ies„ Most of 
them in the early stage came to Malaya for work purposes. After
they retained some money, they intended to go back to their home
countries. On the other hand, the Malay nationalist movement was
still not un i t ed as a r esu It of the d i f f e r en t ed uc a t i on Ma 1 axy s
received. The education system divided Malays into several 
g roups. One g roup rec: e i ved B r i t i sh ed uc a t i on t h r oug h En g 1 i sh 
medium schools mostly located in towns. This Malar/ group had a 
mentality bias towards the British in all aspects of life. The
4. See W.L. Hoi land„ Asian Nat ionalism and the Nest (ed),
Mac:m i 11 an , New York 1953.
group who received a. religious education, especially from the
Middle East, had a b i as toward a modernization movement based on
Islamic thinking. The remaining group was passive and less
sensitive toward political development. They were influenced by
traditional values and they were preoccupied by the concerns of
their daily life, except in the case of a very small number who
took part in politics, particularly those who received Malay
education. However, their political values were isolated from
a +tw<{ 3'w ^ l,
both of the other two groups. There was also /.known as /_! ef t wing 
Mai 1 ay n a t i on a 1 i s t mo vemen t.
But, if we consider nationalism in the context of Asian history, 
the word "nationalism" is the idea of revolt against foreign 
political domination, economic exploitation and the principles of 
racial discrimination or i nequa1i t y (5) , o r i n gen e ra1 
description, nationalism is a politics. 1 movement depending or* a 
f ee1i n g o f col 1ec t i ve g r i evanc e ag a i n s t f o re i g n ers (6)„ If we 
define nationalism as an anti— foreign movement, there is no doubt 
that Malay nationalism had began for a long time. Their struggle, 
as declared by the leaders themselves, was anti— foreign. This can 
be clearly seen in many events. The most open resistance was led 
b y Da t u k Mah a raj a Le1a i n Pe rak an d i n  c on seq uenc e J .W » W . Bi rc h 
<Br i t ish Residen t) was killed in 1875« There was the Nan ing war 
between Do1 Said and the East Ind ia Company in 1830-1832, and the 
uprising led by Tok Janggut in Kelantan in 1915. There was also a
5. C .R „ Ch avan, op.cit., p „ 461.
6. K » R „ Minogue, Nat ionalism, University Paper back, Methuen &
Co. Ltd., London 1969, p. 215.
peasants revolt in Terengganu, in 1928 which was on the same scale 
as the earlier incident in Neqeri Sembilan in 1875 (7). In
addition, we could argue that the anti-foreign movements in the 
Malay Peninsula began even earlier than the events mentioned 
above. For example, Malay resistance against the Portugese and 
Dutch in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries in Malacca (8). 
These acts of resistance were important but they were very local 
in character and cannot be said to have involved the entire Malay 
people in a common struggle- Moreover the leaders of these 
struggles came from the elite groups who had their own interests, 
and feared that they would lose economic and political power as a 
result of the British intervention. In other words, the uprising 
was only carried out by the leaders in their own interest, and 
the ordinary people had no concept of a Malayan nation (9), For 
example, the sentiment of dissatisfaction which led to the anti- 
British movement in Perak by Datok Maharaja Leia arose because he 
was not allowed to collect taxes after J.W.W. Birch's appearance 
in Perak as Resident, Taxes Ware most important as an income 
resource for the chiefs and also symbolized their political power
7. Abdullah Zakaria Ghazali, "Kebangkitan An t i-Br i t i sh di 
Semenan jung Tanah Me1ayu", K ,K , K im (e d ), Se j arah Masyarakat 
Me1ayu Moden, Persatuan Se j arah Malaysia, Kua1a Lumpur 1984 , pp » 
1-12$ Mohamed Amin, "Appendix? British 'Intervention" and Malay 
Resistance", M, Amin & M, CaJ^dt^ell <ed), Ma 1 ay a s The Mak inq of a 
Mew Colony,Russdl~Pe«*OL fovWaFon;}K 197/ pp „ 64-715 P , J . Begb ie, The 
Ma1avan Pen insula, Oxford University Press, Kuala Lumpur 1967, 
about Waning war see pages 231-260 and L,A, Mills, op.cit., 
pp.115-128.
8. See Hj» Buyong Adi1, Perjuanqan Prang Me 1ayu Menentang 
Penjajahan Abad 15-19, D.B.P,, Kuala Lumpur, 1983.
9. W. Shaw, Tun Razaks His Life and Times. Longmans Malaysia Sdn. 
Bhd. 1976, p. 29.
/and this situation was not changed until 1874,
Th e res istance in the other a reas, wh i c h I have men t i on ed ab ove, 
basically derives from a common Malay dissatisfaction with the 
unstable situation brought about by foreign especially British 
i ntervent i on«
Whatever interpretation we give concerning Malay resistance, the 
d eve 1 op men t o f Ma 1 ay n a t i on a 1 i sm i n Ma 1 ay soc i e t y c e r t a. i n 1 y 
happened over a long period, but the struggles only slowly 
produced a sense of national consciousness in Malay society. 
After the attempts by Malays to resist ' _ foreign domination
failed, no more planned uprisings against colonial rule were ever 
made by the Ma 1 ays unt i 1 1946. 1.1 seems that Ma 1 ay nat ional ism
disappeared together with any Malay movement. This was because 
Malays at the time did not have any concept of national 
consciousness. Resistance only occurred among Malay aristocrats 
who were losing their power and economic importance. But then 
Malay aristocrats seemed happy to live under colon i-a 1 protection. 
However, anyone who ta.ught that there was no national!st movement 
i n t he early t wen t i e t h c en t urv un til^second war1d wa r m i g h t be 
wrang because nationalism is not only illustrated by revoIts. And 
indeed in Malay society this period does reveal the beginning of 
Ma1ay n at i ana1i sm. In this c ase the 1ead i ng piac e i n t he movemen t 
was taken by a comparatively small group of native intellectuals 
and middle class people, who had received an education on Islamic 
lines instead of the elite groups who had carried on local 
struggles before. They were followed by another group) some of 
whom received an education along Malay lines and some on Western
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lines. We argue that the character of Malay nationalism is the 
same as nationalism in other Asian countries where? the national 
movements start first with cultural and religious activities and 
then they develop into economic and political! movements as there? 
was a gradual growth of national consciousness among the people 
< 1 0 ) .
no+
Malaiy nationalism in the early twentieth century was i very 
apparent in politics though it did exist, but nationalists paid 
more attention to religious, social and economic questions. The 
consciousness which appeared before the 1920"s was led by groups 
of teachers and Muslim students through local magazines and 
newspapers such as A 1— Imam. Al-Imam (leader) was first published 
in 1906 in Singapore on the initiative of several people, namely 
Sheikh Tahir Jalaludin Al-Azhari, Syed Sheikh Ahmad Al- Hadi, Hj» 
Abbas Mohd Taha and Sheikh Salim Al—Kilali (11). They appeared as 
an intellectual group who wanted to change their society. They 
were popularly known as Modernizers (Kaum Muda), because of their 
braveness and determination to bring new ideas. Modernizers were 
inf1uenced, by the Is1amic modern i zation movement f rom the Middle 
East led by Jamal ad Din Al-Ahgani and his famous disciple 
Muhamad Abduh. They gave special emphasis in their modernization 
programme to attempting to revise the Islamic religion in the 
correct way. Their ambition was to unite and develop a Muslim 
communtiy based on modern thinking but also guided by the Islamic
10. C .R . Chavan, op.c i t ., p . 448.
11. W.R. Raff, The Origins of Malay National ism., Yale University 
Press, New Haven 1967, pp. 59-64.
religion. Education should modernized IW Muslim society in 
order to prevent Islam from being overcome by western influences, 
which accompanied western political control (12).
Modernizers discussed at length all aspects of the Malay way of 
life especially religion, and other aspects such as society, 
education, economy and politics /.frequently published by the 
newspapers and B a z i n a s  s t a ^ w i t h  eiziMffi- That is wuj . ..
Raff points out that " A 1-1mamJs first concern was with religion 
and not directly with social even less with political change " 
(13). Modernizers attempted to spread their influence in the 
Malay States but did not succeed because there was strong 
resistance from Conservatives (Kaum Tua) compared with Straits 
Settlements like Singapore, Malacca and Penang, Modernizers had 
most success in those areas. Their movement operated freely 
becau.se Conser va t i ve inf 1 uence was no t s t rong , comp ara t i ve 1 y . 
Re 3. i g ious adm inist ra t i on was p ut d i rec 11 y under Su 11 anS i n the 
Malay States. In the St ra i ts Settlements, the British seem not to 
have worried about Islamic movements and saw religion as 
unimportant and therefore took little action as regards it. The 
success of the Modernizers in spreading their influence in the 
Straits Settlements can be seen by the formation of many 
re I i g i ous sch oo 3S sueh as " Mad rasah A 1 - I qb a 1 " , 1907 i n S i ng apore,
"Al- Hadi" 1913 in Malacca and "Al-Masyhur" in Penang.
12. C « C . Adam, IsJLam And Modern ism In Egyirt, 0>■;f ord Un i versi ty 
Press, Lon d on 1933, p p « 13-15.
13. W.R. Roff, op.cit., p. 57.
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New ideas brought by Modernizers always led to disputes with 
Conservatives who still carried on the old traditional values. 
Mod e rni zers at tack ed c us toms an d sup e rst i t i on s whi o h k ep t Ma 1ay 
society backward, and they worked out a reformulation of Islamic 
practice which would better enable them to compete in the modern 
world. Modernizers not only attacked the bad Malay customs and 
superst i t ions but they a 1so a11acked re1igious author i t ies in the 
Malay States who had received the mandate from the Sultans to he 
responsib1e for Is1ami c re1ig ion. The Is1amic education of these 
men was poor and many were influenced by animism. Friction 
bet ween b o t h g roupSa1ways 1ed to d i rec t c on f1i c t.
"The reformist came into direct conflict 
w i t h t hi e s t ate r e 1 i g i o u s a u t h o r i t i e s o n 
a wide range of ritual, doctrinal and 
soc i a 1 questions " (14).
They failed to get as much support as they would have liked not 
only because? of resistance from Conservatives but also because 
t here was no par t i c i pa t i on f rom t he middle cl ass« A 11 hough 
Modernizers were not invo 1 ved d i rec 11 y in politics - thei r 
appearance corresponded with a dess ire to see Malay society rise 
as a modern and independent society.
Ta1k i ng about freedom, in practice Ma1ay soc i e t y i t se1f was no t 
confident about self government bcscau.se not only f/iXLrG.~H\<?kV'<2L 
weaknesses but> most important, there was no attempt to remove 
internal differences and c r e a t e a u n i t e d f r o n t „ T he deep cs r w e 1 o o k
14. Ibid, p. 78.
the more it appears that Malays were not united as a big society 
to f orm a s i ng 1 e Ma 1 axy race. They were seg regated i n to cl i f f eren t 
groups because they held different ideologies- They belonged to 
different kingship groups, states and spoke different dialects, 
and had different political views- Together with the dispute 
between Modernizers and Conservatives about Islamic principles 
un i ty in such ci rcumstances was imposs ib1e » Modern i zers condemned 
Conservatives because their beliefs and practices were wrong and 
their principles completely diverged from real Islamic teaching^ 
Whereas Conservatives called Modernizers irreligious becaxu.se of 
the reforms they tried to introduce- E-sesides that, Malays also 
divided on the basis of the states they ceime from. Ma 1 ays 
referred to themselves as Malay according to their home state - 
Pahang, Selangor, Megeri Sembilan and so on- It waxs the same with 
Malay associations which were formed later on with each state 
hi a v i n g its own associatio n s u c h ax s P e r s a t u a n M e 1 ayu S i n g a p u r a 
(Singapore Malay Union), Persatuan Melayu Pahang (Pahang Malay 
Union) and so on.
Intermarriage ail so becatme an issue, when local females and 
foreign males were invo 1 ved. Thsir sons or daughiters wouId be 
classified as of mined blood descent and to belong to the race of 
the father. If the father was Indian so his child would be 
classified as of Indian-descended blood (darah ketu.runan keling) 
or Arab-descended blood (darah keturunan Arab) if the father was 
an Arab- Malay people did not accept as real Malays those who 
were of m i ed b 1 ood and denied them the r igh t to take par t i n 
M a 1ay organizat i ons-
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" for we real Malays feel very great sympathy 
toward our relatives who we isolated from our 
organisation and we cry if we remember their
bad 1 uck, bu.t what can we do., because the
mistake was made toy their ancestors in allowing 
i ntermarr i age w i th f ore i qn peop1e to t ake 
place?" (15)«
The Malay movement in politics can be divided into left and right 
wing movements. The left wing movement was radical and wanted to 
unite with Indonesia. Their ambition was . to create a Greater
Malaya(Kesatuan Melayu Raya). Right wing movements, on the other 
hand, wanted to perpetuate the Malay Sultans and self government. 
Generally a national consciousness can only be seen in the s'Val 1 
group of Malay society which I have ! . mentioned above. This
group was influenced by the Islamic modernization ideas from the 
M i d d 1 e Eas t 1 ed by Muh arnad Ab d uh w i t h Ma lay s t uden t s a t t h e 
University of Al-ftzhar as intermediaries. At this stage, they 
paid much attention to religious, social, education and economic 
questions. They saw the weakness of Malay society as caused by 
deficiencies in education and failure to understand Islamic
teaching. Malay society was too fanatical in religious practice
and followed without question whatever was taught to them. This 
blind acceptance was condemned by the Modernizers. A 1-Imam in its 
very first issue urged Ma 1 avs to f o 11 ow Gad ' s (Allah ) 
c omman d men t s and his p rop h e t i n an article en ti 11ed " op en Ie 11 er
15. Quote f r o m A b cl» R a. h m a n I s m a. i 1 & 8 u t hi a. r a 1 i n g a m , op.cit., p « 
44.
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to all ulama" (surat terbu.ka kepada segala ulama) (16). Despite 
that, religious teachers, orthodox u 1ama and Islamic anthorities 
became the target of c r i t .ic ism by Modern i zers because they were 
respons ib1e for i n f1uenci ng Ma1ay men ta1i ty and at ti tudes 
exclusively towards the after-life (Akhirat).
Modernizers also realized that Malays lacked education. Religious 
schools (Sekolah pondok) played an important role in providing 
education before the British arrival. Even into the twentieth 
century a small number of such schools still existed. These 
institutions were conducted by the teacher who was selected by 
the parents or chosen by the students themselves. This system of 
school emphasised religious matters. Besides religious schools, 
Malay vernacular schools were ail so available but only at the 
p r i ma ry 1eve1 and 1oc a ted i n t h e v i11ages. Whe reas, in t own s 
English-medium schools were provided rapidly by the government 
and missionaries, especially in the Straits Settlements and 
Federated Malay States. Modernizers saw Malay education as 
unhelpful to Malays because religious schools emphasised 
religious matters, and the level of education in the vernacular 
schools was very low. They urged the government to develop Malay 
education by increasing the number of schools and, more important, 
by establishing a new curriculum, in order to enable school 
1eavers to become more competen t in the modern wor1d .
In addition, Modernizers did not forget to give attention to the 
educat ion of girls. They encouraged Ma1ay paren ts to send their
16- A 1-Imam. 23, July 1906.
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daughters to school, and on the other hand, they urged the
government to provide education for girls together with boys.
This criticism and an increased awareness of how important
education was to the Malay child resulted in many schools being
built. The most important were the M a 1ay Co 11ege of Kua1a Kangsar
(MC!<K ) i n i 905 and Sultan Idr is "i"rain ing Co 11 ege (SITC) i n 1922»
The MCKK was built to serve the interests of the colonial power
itself because this college functioned to train Malay-born
administrators who could act as intermediaries between the
colonial power and subject class. The colonial power tried to
create the situation whereby Malay aristocrats became satisfied
with their position because their rights were safeguarded. The
and
British perpetuated their position and offices as Sultans^ chiefs
and GUxnu of them were appointed into the Malay administrative
PovoaV
service (MAS). In this way ^colonial^nat only succeeded in 
strengthening] their position but also succeeded in using it for­
th e i r own benefit.
1 The Bri t ish only worked to sat isf y the Ma 1 ay- 
ruling class's desires and hope they will happy 
and keep quiet while directly they exploit the 
rich resources in the Malay States" (17).
Even so, the Malay intelligentsia who left the Malay college and 
SITC &T& very important in contributing to the development of 
MaIay nat ionalism 1ater on.
Th e I n d i am mi g rat i on i n f 1ux resu11 ed f rom d eveIop men t o f the
17. Chew Hock Thye, Masalah Perpaduan Masional. D.B.P., Kuala
Lumpur 1979, p. 3 5 ......
rubber industry and the used to increase the labour force on the
rubber estates. By 1911 the Indian population had increased to
270.000 and in 1921 it was up to 470,000 and by 1931 it reached
625.000 people. The Chinese m i grants came to meet the 1abour 
requirement in the tin industry. It has been estimated that
around 6,000,000 Chinese in the thirty two years between 1895 and
1927 came to Singapore alone, though most of them went back to
China (18). The same situation happened in Malaya, and in
consequence, although some returned to China also the number of 
Chinese immigrants in Malaya compared with the total population
increased very rapidly. This can be seen in the table in the
following pages.
The population balance in the Malay States and Straits 
Settlements was such that Malays and immigrants almost equalled 
each other and in 1921 immigrants became the majority.
Population in the Malay Peninsula
(Malay states and Straits Settlements)
Race 1921
Ma1ays 1,627,108
Chinese 1,173,354
In d i an s 471,628(19).
Mai lay society felt very nervous when faced with this new 
situation. It was not only a question of the number of foreign
18. K.G. Tregonning, A History of Modern Mai 1 ay a , London 1964, p. 
174. ” ~ ............
19. Ibid, p . 1855 see a 1so R . Emerson, op.c i t., p . 22.
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people but they also succeeded in dominating the economy. Malay 
people were not involved in the commercial economy and also 
suffered because they lost their lands by leasing and selling 
to foreign people, especially as a result of the development of 
rubber estates and new tin mines.
Chinese Compared with Total Population in Malaya
State 1921 1931
Total
Population
Ch inese Total
Populat ion
Ch inese
Penang 294,215 133,234 341,375 169,985
Maiacca 153,691 45,853 186,877 65,302
Pahang 146,267 34,254 180,117 52,291
Johore 232,594 97,397 505,589 215,257
Kedah 338,707 59,476 429,691 78,415
Kelantan 309,574 12,875 362,517 1 / , CD 1 jil
Terengganu 153,9/9 7, 325 180,074 13,360
Perl is 40,087 3, 602 49,296 6, 500
Perak 611,169 227,602 785,660 332,584
Se1an g o r 401,103 170,726 ^ ~*r jcr 241,496
N. Sembilan 178,828 65,219 85,418 92,371
(20)
This situation appeared to jeopard i ze the future of the Malay
and therefore Malays protested and forced the government to tak
20. V„ Purcell 
Press, London,
, The Ch i nese i n Southeast As i a , 0 xf ord 
New York & Toronto 1951, pp. 278-280.
Lin i vers i t
ac t i on « As a resu It the g ove r n men t f i rst i n t rod need a Ma 1 ay
r eserve enactment in i 9 :l. 3 (U n dang - u. n d a n g T anah Si m p a n a n M e 1 a y u )
and the enactment was altered in 1933 to prevent the alienation
of Malay land- Of course, it was the economic development in the
Malay states which caused the influx of Indian and Chinese
migration- Population increased sharply especially in the Straits
Settlements and in the Federated Malay States up to 1930's, and
most of them settled in the new towns opened near the centres of
the rubber and tin industries, and this situation has continued
even until today (21). Their position further upset Malays not
only because of that number of foreigners and their domination of
the economy but a 1so they still main tained a cIose con tact wi th
their home countries- Their purpose seemed to be to come to
Malaya, earn money, and then go back to their home countries
a
(22)- They simply saw Malaya as/place to get wealthy- It was for­
th is combination of reasons incomers struggled on a group basis
and formed their own associations, such as the Central Indian
) +0
Association of Malaya (ClAM) set up after MehruS visit/, Malaya
. in ms,
Aand in 1941 the Malayan Indian Association (MIA) was formed for 
Indian people who were born in Malaya- It was the same with 
Chinese who formed branees of Kuomintang (KMT) in 1927 and later 
on the Ma1ayanCommuni st Party (MCP) i n 1930«
21- A- Rabushka, Race and Pol i t ics i n Urban Ma 1 ay a Hoover 
Institution Press, Stamford 1973, pp- 21--25-
22. L_. Y » Fong, " P e r m u I a a n K e s e d a r a n P e r bur u h a n C h i n a d i T a n a h 
Me I ay u 1920-1940" , Ma 1 ays :i. a Se ja.rah dan Proses Pembanqunan , 
Persatuan Se jarah Ma 3. ays .i. a , Kua 1 a Lumpur 1979, p - 193 -
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lia 1 ay i n t e 11 ec t ua 1 s who recei ve d educat i on f rom f he Su 11 an I d r i s 
T raining College and the Malay College K u. a 1 a K a n g s a r w e r e a w a r e 
o f t h e c: r i t i c a 1 posit i on o f Ma 1 ays c aused b y t h sir I ac k o f 
involvement in the economy and the increase in foreign people and 
tried to promote Malay awareness- Although they came from a
different background they still wished to unite Malays and to
up g rade Ma 1ay p res tige and mo ra1e » MaIay awa ren ess led to the
formation of Malay societies in towns such as Singapore. The 
Singapore Malay Union (SMU) was formed in 1926 by Mohd- Eunos 
Abdullah- Malay awareness first appeared in the towns because in 
the towns Malays became a minority group especially in the
Straits Settlements and Federated Malay States- This awareness 
encouraged the development of Malay nationalism- Later on, every 
s t ate had its own assoc i a t i on sueh as Be 1 angor Ma 1 ay Un i on < F'MS) , 
Negeri Sembilan and Pahang Malay Union in 1937 and 1938 
respectively« Most of the Malay associations were led by Malay 
aristocrats who received an English-medium education. There 
s o m e s u g g e s t i o n t h a t t hi e f o r m a t ion o f t h e M a 1 a y U n i o n w a s a n 
indication of the beginning of Malay activity in politics. 
However, the association was not especially active in politics 
and its emphasis was more on social matters, and sport, such as 
f ootba1y was very popu1ar (23)-
Newspape?rs a 1 so g dve spec i a 1 a 11 en t i on t o spor ting ac t i v i t i e s , 
especially football, and published reports together with 
competition tables. There was so much concentration on sport that
23» See chapter p o 1i t i cs.
Malays did not seem interested in politics. Many criticism of the 
Malays and Malay associations were made because they allowed 
sport and social activities to become their priorities and forgot 
t h e i r r e s p o n s i b i 1 i t y to d e v e 1 o p the M a 1 a y race. Wart a Mat. ;|. a.ya, f o r 
example, urged the Pahang Malay Association and the Malay people 
to co-operate in order to develop the Malay race,
" t h e Pah an g Ma 1 ay Assoc i a t i on needs 1 ead e rS, 
but what is most needed is followers. This 
association was not founded for sport 
therefore it really should be of benefit to 
all the communi ty < 24).
1934 saw the formation of what was to be the biggest Malay 
association - the "Persatuan Sahabat Pena" (Pen Friend 
Assoc iat ion)» Its membersh i p was drawn f rom all over the M a 1ay 
Pen insu. 1 a and a 1 so Borneo and Si am (25) « Th is assoc iat ion was 
formed on the initiative of a twice weekly newspaper in Penang 
called the "Saudara" which encouraged readers to write letters to 
each other and exchange ideas.
Although the Pen Friend Association was formed simply on a social 
and friendship basis, it had the consequence of creating a self™
24. Quoted from Abd Latif Abu Bakar, "Akhbar, Desentralisasi dan 
Persatuan Negeri Me 1 a.yu'', K . K . Kim (ed ) , Sejarah Masyarakat 
Melayu Modan , F'ersa t uan Muz i urn Mat I ays i a., Kua. 1 a Lump ur 1984, p . 
152.
25. Md. Sa 11 eh b . Md. Ghaus, “ Pergerakan Po 1 i t i k Me I a\yu Megeri 
F'ulau F'inang Sebelum 1945", Jebat. Bil. 10, U.K.M., April 1980, 
p . 157. Members f rom Pu 1 au. F' inang (29) , Seberang Pra i (1) , 
Singapore (4), Perak (88), Selangor (30), Perl is (7), Megeri 
Sembilan (8), Pahang (14), Johore (28), Kelantan (25), Terengganu 
(5), Kedah (6), Lab uan (4), Sarawak (3) and Siam (1).
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consciouness among Malay people. Roff correctly suggests that 
though the “Sahabat Pena” was not a political organization in the 
ordinary sense of the term, and still less a secret society, it 
was rap id1y acqui r ing the charac ter ist ic of a nat iona1 movemen t
(26). Since the Pen Friend association's members came from all 
over Malaya it succeeded in narrowing the gap between Ma 1 ay 
people. Ideas put forward by their members helped the Malay 
people to understand what was happening around them. M a 1ay people 
began to be aware of their position in society. This awareness 
also helped the development of Malay nationalism. This 
association made further progress and stimulated the national 
movement when it succeeded in holding the first meeting of 
Malays from all over Malaya in Taiping in 1934. Further meetings 
were held in Kuala Lumpur in 1935, Pulau Pinang 1936, Singapore 
193'/, Ip oh 1938 and Seremban in 1939.
In 193S " Kesatuan Melayu Muda" (Young Malay Union/YMU) was
formed led by Ibrahim Hj Yaacob. Other persons who were also 
involved in the f ormat ion of the YMU were Hassan Manan and Abd 
Karim Rashid. All of them graduated from the Sultan Idris 
Training College. The YMU can be described as the first political 
associ a ti on i n the Ma1ay S t a t es de term i ned t o rep resen t M a 1ays as 
a whole, and this association was the first directly involved in 
politics. The YMIJ was active both before and during 
t h e Japanese o c c u pa t i o n . Th ey re f used t o g ive t h e i r a 1 1eg i an ce 
either to Ma 1 ay Su 11ans or the Br i t i sh. "i"hey wan ted f reedom and
t a u. n i t e with I n d o n e s i a t h r o u. q h “ IT e 1 a y u R a y a " (Gre a t e r IT a 1 a y > o r 
"Indonesia Raya" (Greater Indonesia). They believed all 
aborigines i n the Mai a y a r chi p e 1 a g o h ad c o m m o n r o o t s . T h i s 
concept was used to create a sense of ::k..vrv>sh ip between the Malay 
population and Indonesia on the basis of alleged historical fact
(27) .
The idea to unite with Indonesia was made in order to make M a 1ays 
stranger especially in numerical terms and thus prevent 
themselves from being overwhelmed. The idea of uniting with 
Indonesia was taken over by the Malay National Association of 
IT a 1 ay a (Persatuan Kebangsaan Melayu Malaya), which was formed 
after the Yi'fU was wound up at the end of the war. The unity idea 
was highly desired by the Malay National Association of Malaya. 
Wart a Ma 1 ay a. which acted as the official mouth piece of the Malay 
National Association of Malaya stated that,
" Our ambition is to cross the Selat Melaka 
(Strai ts of Ma1acca) and ra ise our 
independence flag - red and white. And by 
th is act revi ve the greater Ma 1ay emp i re " (28).
The attraction of unity was also influenced by the feeling of 
fear as foreign groups gradually increased in strength and 
influence. If the Malay people did not unite with Indonesia, 
political and economic power won 1 d fa 111 Into foreign hands.
27. K.K. Kim, "Pan j i-pan j i Gemerlapan Satu Perbicaraan Sejarah", 
Historia, University of Malaya Press, Kuala Lumpur 1984, p. 187.
28. Quo t e f ram Ah mad Mas j i d i n , "Ma1ayan Un ion Da r i Kac a ma t a 
War ta Negara", K „K . Ki m (ed), op.c i t», p . 203.
Malays would loose their rights as had happened to the Red 
Ind i ans i n the Un i ted States (29). Moreove r, Indones i a was very 
similar' to the Ma 1 ay Pen i nsu 1 a . People f rom Indones i a , w i th sma 11 
exceptions, had common roots and were nearly same in all aspects 
as the Malays in the Malay Peninsula. However, this concept did 
not receive full support from the Ma1ay peop1e , especia11y UMNO 
which believed the problems of Malay society in the Malay States 
shou1d be se11led wi thout foreign intervent ion. For examp 1e , UMNO 
opposed Malayan Union by relying on co-operation between Malays 
and Malay Sultans alone. The confidence of the? UMNO leaders can 
be seen in Datuk Onn's words,
“Don't be worried! Between Malaya and Indonesia 
the sea which separates us will not be closed.
The peoples share one language and customs, and 
at Scm'UL.j t i me in the future will obey the call of 
blood unity. My advice is let Malays work hard, 
and have a desire to improve themse1ves in 
order to prevent what belongs to them being lost 
in seeking that objective" (30).
Despite Datuk Onn's speech, the concept of Greater Malaga failed 
because Mai lays retained their loyalty to their ruler. Malays were 
still not ready to accept such a fundamental change, and 
political ac t i v .i t y remai n ed in its early s t ag es. I b rah i m Yaacob 
was too radical in struggling for the concept of Greater Malaya
29. Ibid, p. 204.
30. Ibid.
without taking account of the Malay readiness.
" his struggle was for Greater Malay Association
in the Malay peninsula and Indonesia together
namely Greater Malaya or Greater Indonesia
(Indonesia Raya) but his claim was too advanced" (31).
The failure of this plan was also affected by the Japanese defeat
in the sec on d world war. Wi t h Jap an ese ass i s t an ce , Indonesia and
the Malay left wing nationalists planned to decl 3 I* -e joinft
independence. But unf ortunate 1 y , in the unsettled cond i t ions as
the Japanese were defeated, Indonesia dec laired independence and
Ief t Ib rah im Yaakob w i thout d i rec t i on» Bef ore/second worId war,
W cguSjl
the Pen Friend Association was unique, /, other aissoc i ait ions formed 
in the first two decade of the twentieth century were based on 
the name of each state. They did not represent Mai lays ais a whole 
but only small groups of them.
Until 1945 when Japan wais defeated, there wais no evidence of ai 
Malay nationalist uprising. The British administration did not 
suppose that either left or right wing Ma1ay nationalists 
endangered the colonial authority until UMNO was farmed to 
undermine the Malaiyan Union scheme. This proposal whereby the 
British tried to change the administration of the Malay States 
from protected states into a new formed-colony greatly upset 
Malays. The Malayan Union was to consist of all Malay States in 
the Malay Peninsula except Singapore put directly under the 
administration of a Governor. This scheme would mean that the
31. C.B. Kheng, "Evoiusi Sebuah Negara Persekutuan Malaysiax Satu
Perspek t i f Se j arah", Zur i na Ma j i d (ed ), Masyarakat M a 1aysi a , 
U.S.M., 1982, p. 4.
Malay Sultans would lose their power and only be needed as 
advisers on Is 1 arnic re 1 ig ious af fairs (32) » In add i t i on, the 
simple citizenship, namely “Jus Sol*i 1 , caused Ma 1 ay anger and 
hatred towards the colonial power. Citizenship was to apply to 
all immigrants who had been resident in Malaya or in Singapore 
for a period of ten out of the fifteen years preceding 13 Febuary 
1942. The gift of simple citizenship angered Malays because 
foreigners not only pot citizenship, but at the same time they 
were still oriented toward their home countries ondmany of them 
were anxious to go back to their countries of origin. Ishak Hj» 
Muhammad a very famous writer, expressed many opinions about this 
and many other issues concerning the Chinese and Ind ians and the 
“Malayan" concept (33). Malay anger reached great heights not 
only because of /. Malayan Union itself but the way it was 
introduced also led to much dissatisfact ion on the part of the 
Malay Sultans. They were forced to accept without being given 
much time to th ink » Harold MacMichae3. was the person responsib 1 e 
for getting signatures of the Malay Sultans. He forced them to do 
so by threatening that if they refused, they would be replaced by 
other persons appointed by the co 1 on .ia 1 power„
This dissatisfact ion on the part of Malay Sultans can be seen for 
example in the letter written by Sultan Ba\d 1 i shah of Kedah s
32. B» Simandjuntak, Ma 1 ay an Federal ism.1! A Study of Federal 
Prob lems in a P 1 ura 1 Soc iety, 0 xf ord Universi ty Press, Kua 1 at 
L.u.mpur & Singapore, London & New YorI-:: 1969, pp . 3 9 4 1 »
33. Abd. Latiff Abu Bakar, Ishak H j. Muhamads Perm 1i s dan Ah I i 
Po 1 i t i k Seh i nqqa 1.948., University of Malaya Press, Kuala Lumpur 
197?'.  " ’ .
“I was presented with a verba1 u 11imatum
wi th a t ime I irni t, and in the evelit of
refusing to sign what X called the instrument 
of surrender, my successor who could sign 
wou1d appo i nt members of the state counci1
(were competent to sign, 
would advise me to sign. 1 was told the
rna11er was personal amd conf iden t ia 1, and 1
was not allowed to tell my people what had 
taken place " (34)»
Sultan Abdul Aziz from Perak also wrote about their 
d i ssa t i sf ac ti on w i t h the i rnpIemen t a ti on of Ma1ayan Un i on « On 
March 1, 1946 ci: large meeting was he 1 d wVuckwa.s attended by forty
one M-alay assoc i ations and ended w i th agreernen t to f orm a Ma 1 axy 
congress. From this congress resolution appeared a very strong 
c o m b i n e d M a 1 a y r e s istance. M ax I a y r e s i s t ax nee came f r o rn a 11 o v e r
Ma 1 a.ya and the rep 1 acemen t o f Ma 1 a.yan Un i on by the Mai ay
Federati on indicated that Malays could foe successful in
preserving their national image and charaicter and the
independence of the states.
Malaya ffvj.
I hvL. . y  Federation ( replaced ^ Ma 1 axyan Union in 1948. The Ma 1 ay 
Sultans re>gained their powers, but unfortunately their success 
led to dissatisfaction on the? other side, especially the Ch i nese „
They protested without violence and co-operated with the "Putera-
Pmc j a " ( a  me r g e r bet ween Ma 1 ay .1 e f t w i n g assoc i a t i on s an d t h e
34. H „ Mi ller, Prince and Premier, Eastern Un i versi ty Press (M ) 
Sdn . E*hcl „ , 1980, p „ 76.
underTakioo _ they
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workers union which was influenced by communists) in putting 
f o r w a r d a memorandum n a m e 1 y the ‘1P e r 1 e m h a g a a n R a k y a t ‘ ‘ (T h e
People's Constitution Proposals) in October 1947. it contained 
ten articles <35), but was turned down because it was too 
i dea1i s t i c and imp ract i c ab 1e f rom a colonia1 vi ew (36). The 
unsettled conditions and the failure of the united front to take 
power in peace pushed the Ma 1 aya Commun ist Party <MCP) in to 
1 aunch i ng ax rebe 11 i on amd the governmen t declared an ernergency i n 
1940 (37).
Many steps were taken in order to stop the rebellion such as 
introducing identity cards, setting up new villages, establishing 
ax home guard and so on (38), but the most important efficient 
st ep in d ealing with t h e erne rg enc y was t o p rom ise i n d ep end en c e , 
alt h o u g h t h e r ax c e s i n M a 1 a v ax n e e d e d t o unite? f i r s t. T o f u 1 f i 1 
this requi rement UMM0 (Un i t e d Ma1ays National 0rgan i zat ion), MCA 
(Mai I ay an Ch i n ese Assoc i ax t i. on ) and MIC (Max 1 ay an I n d i an Con q r ess) 
worked together and formed "perikatan" (alliance) to get
independence and indirectly to weaken the communist movement.
Most of the Ma 1 ayan Commu.n ist Par ty memfoersh ip was Chinese and
when the MCA wais formed and worked together with other races towards
35. Deta i1s about art i c 1es, see B . Si mand j untak, op.c i t., pp » 48- 
49.
36. C . B . Kh en g , " Asa 1 Usu 1 Nas i on a 1 i sma Max 1 ay a " , op. c i t. , pp. 96—
99 .
37 „ T . C . Kh eng , " Pemberontakan PKM s Meng axpax Ber 1 a ku11, K „ K „ K i m &
Adnan H j. Nawang (ed), Darurat 1948-1960, Muz i um Ang katan 
T e n t e r a , K u a 1 a L u m p u r 1984-, pp. 27-42 „
38. M. Caldwell, '‘From 'Emergency' to Independence", M. Amin & M.
Caldwell (ed), Ma 1 ax ya s The Mak inq o f a New Co 1 on y , Russell Pea Cz. FauacCrHcn . 
No 11 i n g ham 1977, pp. 221-222.
independence. Many Chinese were attracted to join it. In this way 
the communist movement was being weakened.
Datuk Onn earlier on had been aware of the advantages of inter 
racia1 co-operation and this led him to open UMNO membership to 
the Ch i nese and Indians. Bu.t Ma 1 ays ref used to accep t this 
suggestion, and he resigned from office. He had been the first 
UMNO chairman and now formed a new party, namely the Independence
P a r t y (P a r t i K emerde k a a n ) . T he B r i t i s h p r o rn i s e t o g i v e
independence moved one step further;, when/_ 1955 election was held 
(which in turn followed the town council election held in 1952).
In ter — racia1 co-operat ion was tested by these e 1ec t ions,
especially in the case of UMNO. UMNO agreed to give additional 
seats to MCA and MIC, each party receiving 15 and 2 seats
respec t i ve 1 y , though not e I ig .i.b I e to recei ve so many.
Total Registered Voters
1955 1240,058
1959 2177,000
1964 2939,631 (39)
Voters Percentage According To Race
Race 1955 1959 1964
Malays 84.2 56.2 54.1
Ch i nese 11.2 35.9 38.0
Indian 4.6 7 „8 7.9 (40)
39. Quote from R.K. Vasil, "The 1964 General Election in Malaya", 
Internat ional Stud ies„ Vol., 1, No. 1, July 1965, p. 57.
40. Ibid, see also K.J. Ratnam, Communal ism and the Political
If we anaylize the total voters in the year 1955 it is clear 
that the percentage of Malay voters far out tkVripped the other 
races,
The UMNO leader-'s were atware that they cou 1 d win the election 
w i t h o u t ca-aper a ting w i t h t h e M C A and t h e MIC, b u t w a n t e d to 
disp1ay unity in order to make the British confident and ready to 
give independence. They were therefore ready to make sacrifices. 
The readiness of the Malay leaders in UMNO and Malays generally, 
to give 15 and 2 seats to the MCA and the MIC was done toy UMNO in 
order to get independence and share power. The alliance which 
comprised UMNO, MCA and MIC won 51 out of 52 seats contested. For 
t he f i rs t time the re was i n t e r-raci aI c o-operat i on t o ac hi eve 
independence, and the British agreed to give independence on 
Angust 31, 1957,
As a matter of fact, therefore, Malaya nationalism did not exist 
until all races united to seek independence but Malay nationalism 
had ex isted f or severs. 1 decades. The most i mportan t con t r i but i on 
to Ma 1 ay nat iona 1 ism was thie ref ormist movernen t wh ich gradually 
st imu1ated d i scussion and wh i ch subsequen 11y became the Ma 1 ay 
nat ionalist movement.
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4. Sabah and Sarawak
Re 1i g ion
Up to the ear1v t wen t i e t h cent u ry, t h e c on d i t i on o f Ma 1 ay life, 
especially in the villages, was very bad. It was backward in all 
aspects such as the economy and social and educational provision. 
There was little poIi t ica1 consciousness. However, new towns grew 
rap idly, espec i a 11y near the areas of the t i n indust ry and the 
rubber plantations accompanied by transport developments, such as 
road and railway construct ion, to meet the requirements of the 
rubber and tin industries. Malay villages, even so, were rather 
by-passed.
The sma11 group of Ma1ay inte11ectua11s who saw and were aware of 
what was happening around them realised that Malay soc iety was 
being left far behind. These individuals, namely the Modernizers 
(Kaum Muda), knew that Malays should have proper guides and 
leaders f rom the M a 1ay ru1i ng c 1ass, but sad 1y that c 1ass seemed 
not to care about their people. So, in this situation, the 
Modernizers themselves assumed the responsibility for stimulating 
the Malay people (1). They thought hard about how to spread their 
reformist ideas and how to express criticism to the government.
The Modernizers thought this could best be done through 
periodicals such as newspapers and magazines together with 
novels, poems and essays used by intellectuals who received a 
Ma I ay ed uca t i on . Many newspapers were pub 1 i sh ed i n 8 :i. ngap o re an d 
Penang because both towns could provide printing facilities, and 
t h e y w e r e -also more developed c o m p a r e d w i t h o t h e i - t o w n s i n t h e
1 „ A 1-1mam, 23 July, 1906
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Malay States. There more people could read, especially the small 
elite groups who were well educated. In a\ddition, numerous
schoo1s we re b u i11 in hot h town s and n ewsp ap ers we re w i d e 1y used 
as teaching media in Mai lay schools (2). This indirectly
e n c o u r a g e d new s p a p e r p u b 1 i c a t i o n . 0 r t h o d o y, u 1 a m ai i n f 1 u e n c e w a s
not strong in both towns because they could not receive firm 
backing from Malay Sultans as happened in the Malay States.
Moreover, in the St ra its Se111emen ts, wh i ch were d irec 1 1y 
adrn i n i s t e r e d unde r t h e B r i t i s h , t h e g o v e r n m e n t s a w r e 1 i g i o u s 
movements as unimportsint and it is therefore not surprising that 
many periodical! advocaited reform. However, earlier Malay 
periodicals did not concern themselves much with Malay public 
life except A 1-Imam. Actually there were many Malay
period! cat Is published after 1900 which could be used to spreaid 
reform ideas, namely A l-I mam. Meraca, Ida ran Zairian. Saudara and 
so on. The importance of having ai medium to spread reform
ideas and for other purposes in Malay development was strongly 
proclaimed by A 1- Imam as "a call to our brothers" Ctaaqi
menyampaikan seru kepada segala saudara kita) (3).
A 1 -■ I mam was first published in Singapore in 1906. It was an 
initiative taken by Sheikh Jalaludin Al-Azhari, Syed Sheikh Ahmad 
Al-Hadi, Hj. Abbas Mohd Taha and Sheikh Salim Al-Kiiali. Sheikh 
T a h i r w a s the first editor, S v e d S h e i k h A h m a d A J. -- H a d i a
2. W.R. Roff, The 0 riqins of Ma1ay Nat ionalism. Yale University 
Press, New Haven 1967, p. 51.
contributor and Sheikh Salim was the director of A 1-Imam helped 
for two years by Hj. Abbas iiohd Tab a as second editor (4). A 1 
Imam used Arabic script (Jawi)» It appeared every month and 
altogether there were thirty one issues from when it was first 
pub1ished until it ceased in December 1908„ A 1-1mam msans 
leader (Pemimpin), and this name was suitable for the purposes or 
aims of the publication. The aim of A 1-1mam, expressed in Sheikh 
Salim's introductory editorial, was “to remind those who are 
forgetful, arouse those who sleep, guide those who stray, and 
give a voice to those who speak with wisdom1 (5) .
Neraca (literally 'Scale' or Weighing machine) was founded in 
Singapore in 1911. There is no clear trace of who was involved 
in the formation of Neraca. It was started to carry on the 
principles initially st rug g 1ed for by A 1-1mam. Howeve r, i t seems 
likely that Hj. Abbas Iiohd Taha, who was second editor in 
A 1 - 1 mam , was responsible for the formation of Neraca (6) as ax way 
of continuing his reformi st movemen t„ In add i t i on, Neraca was 
published in the same place as A 1-Imam, Tanjong Pagar, Singapore 
(7)„ Neraca, unlike A 1-Imam appeared weekly instead of monthly. 
11 ceased publication-:, as A 1 -1 mam had done, for f inanc i a 1 
reasons, in mid - 1915.
4» W .R . Ro f f, op.c i t,, p . 59.
5. A 1-Imam, 1 July, 1906.
6 . W „R » Rof f, op.c i t„ , pp. 63-64.
7 „ if ohd Sarim M j . if us ta jab, “Gerakan I s 1 ah I s I am i yyah d i Tanah 
If elavu 1906 H i n g g a 1948“, if a 1 ays 1 a Se j a rah & Proses Pembanqunan, 
Persatuan Sejarah ifalaysia, Kuala Lumpur 1979, p. 154.
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There is no clear evidence about the size and nature of its 
readership, but there is little doubt that a majority of its 
readers came from the intellectuaily and socially more 
sophisticated element of the towns and from those religiously 
educated who had received some initial training in Islam.
Utusan Me 1avu (Malay Newsletter) was founded by En « Mohd 
Eunos Abdullah (8 ) in SingaporeAand lasted until 1922. He was the 
first editor, and selected and published a generous selection of 
local news (Mainly Singapore), obviously chosen with urban Malay 
interest in mind. Editorially he provided intelligent but always 
moderately expressed comment on a wide range of public issues. 
Occasionally mildly critical of the government where its Malay 
policies were involved, it was equally anxious to place upon the
Malays the responsibility for helping themselves (9). Utusan
Melavu was published three times a week. Each issue ordinarily 
consisted of four pages, three in 'Jawi' and one in the Roman 
script. The Roman page, at the back of the paper, reproduced the
main news (and editorial) given in 'Jawi' on the front and was
specifically designed to meet the needs of readers of those two 
scripts. Utusan Melavu survived a long time in comparison with 
A 1-Imam and Neraca because it had a highly developed distribution 
organization and could reach an increasingly wide public.
Id at ran Zaman (The circle of the time) was published in Penang
8 . For early ac t i v i t i es, see W . E . Rof f , op « c i t« , pp. 159-161;; 
Zulkipli b. Mahmud, Mart a Ma 1 ay a Penyambunq L i d ah Banqsa Me 1 ayu 
Jabatan Sejarah U.K.M., 1979, p. 111.
9. Ibid, p. 160.
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between 19215 and 1930, and appeared weekly. It was founded and 
edited by Mohd Yunus bin Abdu1 H a mid, who had m igrated to Ma 1aya 
in 1924 from Langkat in East Sumatra (10). Id a ran Zarnan, in 
comparison , was a newspaper rather than a primarily religious 
publication such as A 1 --1 mam and Neraca, but the strong 
reformist views of its editor, doubtless developed by association 
wi th Syed Shei kh Al-Had i were f requen 1 1y evidenced in its 
columns. Idaran Zatman circulated and was distributed fairly
widely throughout the peninsula, especially in the northern 
states.
One interesting point which we can observe here is that nearly 
all the founders of these publications were not really Malay, 
with the exception of Hj. Abbas Mohd Taha (Singapore born) and 
Mohd Eunos Abdu11ah. The rest of them were of foreign descent - 
Arab, Indian and Indonesian. This situation created some 
suspicions and led certain people to observe that since they were 
not "real Malays" (local Malays) how could they be regarded as 
MaIay 1ead ers?» To answer this question, the an swe r came f rom th e 
founders themselves. According to them, they loved their new 
country and adopted it as their homeland. They were assimilated 
into Malay society, and even married Malay people and presumed 
themselves as members of Malay society; Sheikh Mohd Salim added 
" we have drunk its milk, and our flesh
and blood has grown from its soil, and
our 1ives have prospered. We are therefore
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indebted to it, and our children as well" (11). 
However, such an explanation was not really necessary since Malay 
society never asked who the reform leaders were and even accepted 
them voluntaril y * F o r e  x a m p 1 e , Z at a b a , w h o w as a v e r y f a m o u s Mai a y 
writer d i scussed Syed She i kh Ahmad A 1-Had i as a reformer even 
though he was not a "real Malay". He wrote about him as follows, 
describing him as
" one who was not a real Malay but who adapted 
himself with his whole heart and total 
commitment. "Melayu" a real Malay ..... such a 
person is very rare in this country and he was 
very sad and consc ious of Ma1ay bac kwardness 
in all aspects of development in this world 
and the next" (12).
T he f our p ublications like o t h e r j ourn aIs, p ub1i sh ed man y i t ems 
of local and foreign news. In addition, they also published many 
columns, like correspondence columns and most importantly, 
editorials. They also published many advertisements for shoes, 
magazcines, cars, medicines and so on. Advertisement was not only 
important to the readers in order to gain imformation about new 
things, but income from the advertisement also helped to finance 
pub 1icat ion.
The editorial column was the most important. It was written by 
the editor either from his own ideas or on the basis of many
11- A 1-Imam- 23 July, 1906.
1 £ • Saudara, 24 Feb ruary, :L 934, quote f rom Mohd „ Sar i m , op . c i t. , 
1979, p. 157.
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translated articles from foreign newspapers and magazines,
particularly English and Arabic. liost of the articles had a. bias 
to reform ideas in order to develop Malay society. The
correspondence column also ail lowed published articles sent by 
readers. It is of great interest to read the views of the readers 
who sent in their ideas about current issues and showed their 
r e action tow a r d s w hat was h ap p en i n g aroun d t hem t o the 
correspondence column. The ed i torial column was sometimes 
strongly supported, but on ' ‘ other occasions strongly attacked. 
Whatever the reaction, the opportunity for controversy 
represented a contribution towards Malay development. At least 
both columns persuaded other readers, axnd the Malay community
generally, to think about their future and the position of the
Max 1 ay rac e » Man y sub j ec t s we re d i sc ussed b y ed i tors an d read e r s 
involving almost e v e r y a s p e c t o f t hi e M a 1 a y c o m m u nit y ~ r e 1 i g i o u s , 
soc i a 1, educat i on a 1, econom i c and not 1 east po 1 i t i cax 1 quest ions. 
The Malay community was urged to reform its position and always 
asked why i t permi 11ed the e.i st ing s i tuaxt ion . Waxys f orwaxrd were 
suggested. T h e w r i t e r s s a d 1y c onc1ud ed t ha t t he M a 1ay commun i t y 
was not united and did not know how to use money, and held the 
wrong principles in religion and so on. The influence of custom 
an d a n eg a t i ve a 11 i t ud e led t o t h e 1 ac k o f educ ax t i o n , an d 
^political consciousness. The British colonial government wa.s also 
ax target for criticism. It was axccused of causing Max I ays to foe? 
left behind in ax 11 aspec ts„ However, in con t rast, the wri ters 
we re a 1 ways r esp ec t f u 1 t awards Jaxp an bee ause o f i t s sue c ess f u 1 
mode rni z a t i on, an d h oped Jap an won1d h eIp t h em t h row off
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colonialism and become a free andi developed community (:l.3) „
All the publications so far mentioned except Utusan Me1avu „ were 
c !-• sated by sma 11 groups of interested men who had received 
relicjious education from the Middle East. Later, however, the 
work of these Modern i zers was foilowed by a g roup wha rece i ved 
a Malay and English educations, especially from MRSI and MCKK 
respectively. They represent a group of people who knew what was 
happening around them, and wanted to see their race become
developed by introducing reform ideas.
These Modernizers not only had the new ideas of reform, but most 
importantly they wished to benefit Malay development without
being opposed to Islamic values. In other words they were "Muda" 
(young) in outlook rather than in age. Among the most famous were 
S he i k h T a h i r J a 1 a 1 li d i n and S y e d 8 h e i k h A h m a d A 1 -• H a d i w h o w e r e 
very active in Malay reform in the early twentieth century.
The relationship between Malaya and the Middle East was long
established. The Middle East was not only a place for the Ma.j
pilgrim but many Malay parents sent their children for further- 
religious education in Mecca and Kahirah. The Middle East always 
became the favourite destination for religious students to pursue 
their study. The stream of the religious students movements can 
be shown in the diagram below.
Modern i z ers rea 1 i zed t hi a t a v i t a 1 f a. c: t o r i n M a. 1 a. y b a c k war d n e s s 
was the failure to understand and follow Islamic teaching 
correctly. The r e f o r e t h e y urg ed t h e Ma1ay commun i t y t o wo r k an d
13. Utusan Me1ayu. 28 June, 1913.
66
Mekah
Pa tani
Kelantan
improve their future based on Koran and "Hadith". They believed 
Malays failed to accept proper guidance especially from religious 
teachers and religious authorities such as from the "Imam" 
(prayer leader), "Kathi" (Islamic magistrate), and so on,
Sh e i kh Tah i r pub1ished his f i rst ar t ic1es entitled "Surat terbuka 
Kep ad a Seg a 1 a U 1 ama " (open 1 e 11 e r to all U 1 ama) , an d .i. n t hem he
strictly urged the Malay community to follow Allah (God) and the 
commands of his prophet (15). Generally reformist ideas as 
expressed by the Modernizers aimed to develop the Malay 
community, which at the time was backward in comparison with 
o t h e r races, on the b as is of I s 1 am. The Mai 1 ay commun i t y was 
unab1e to compete with other races because it could not 
understand Islamic teaching in its real sense.
The b ack wa rd n ess o f Ma 1ays a 1so derived f rom t h e i r own 
weaknessee. Many Malays were not educated, a n d a s  a resu11
14. Awang Had Sail eh, "Institusi Pondok Di Malaysia", Zainal 
Kling (ed), Masyarakat Me 1 ay u s An tara T rad i s :i. dan Pe rub ah an „ 
U t u s a n P u b 1 i c a t i o n , l< u a 1 a L u m p u r 1977, p . 4 0.
15» A 1-1mam„ 23 July, 1906.
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depended too much on traditional values. The failure to 
understand Is1am i c teach ing and foilow i t i n the p roper way put 
them in an under developed situation. Based on this 
consciousness, Modernizers expressed many reform ideas but always 
related them to Islam-
The community "Uniat" of Islam was always urged to follow Allah's 
command and not to ignore his prohibitions in order to become 
successf u 1 - Modern i zers cr i t ic i zed many Mai 1 ays because they d id 
not practice many religious commands, such as daily prayer. 
Modernizers believed if someone wanted to get success he must 
work hard and not forget to fulfil religious duties in order to 
get "Rahmat":blessing from God.
" at this time many people (Umat) have 
forgotten their religion in their daily 
life and as they forget Allah so Allah 
will forget them" (16).
However, Modernizers realized that Malay negligence towards 
religious commands, was caused by misunderstanding about the 
correct Islamic teaching. Responsibility for the failure of 
Malays to understand Islam in the proper way was placed 
substantially on the teachers who placed more emphasis on life in 
the next world "Akhirat" without considering the situation in the 
present world and the real Islamic teaching. They assumed that 
life in "Akhirat" is very important and for that reason many 
Malays had to concentrate in this world on preparing for life in
16, Ibid, 12 July, lv07.
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the next. They did not emphasise the importance of the life in 
this present world because they believed it would be left behind 
after death, The attitude of the such religious teacher who gave 
special emphasis on the importance of “Akhirat" was a cause of 
the backwardness of Malays, For example, Meraca made the
following comments
" certain teachers when they instruct many 
Ma1ays abon t re1i g i ous sub j ec t s urge t hem t o 
recite (Kitab) religious books and (Hadith),
Such people in the (Masjid) mosque or in 
other places, condemn the life of the world 
and confer (Pahala Akhirat) religious reward 
in order to persuade people to hate a worldly 
life" (17),
Efesides the religious teacher, religious authorities including
orthodox Ulama (religious scholars) were also important in 
influencing the mental outlook of Malays. They too placed little
emphasis on anything except "Akhirat". They were a very
influential group especially in the Un federated Mai lay States 
where they received strong support from the administration, 
namely from Malay Sultans who had religious power in their hands. 
Modernizers accused this group of people of cheating. They made 
Malays care1ess by their interpretation of Islamic teaching and 
brought Malays into the dark valley of .ignorance. The style of 
this group was described by A 1- Imam as,
17. Meraca, 12 May, 1912.
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" people who wear a. big turban and sell 
(t ang ka 1) tali sman and cheat, and wa 1 k 
abou.t carrying a (Tasb ih) , and wa 1k w i th 
long walking stick" (IS).
This group of people were also known as Conservatives and 
consisted of an old group of people who refused to change 
(especially their minds), but stuck to the old values and 
customs, some of which Modernizers believed to be opposed to the 
Koran and “Hadith". These Conservative beliefs and values were 
maintained by other factors such as poor education and customs- 
associated with animism. For example, the “Imam", as head of the 
mosque, had spec ial responsib i1i ty for friday prayers. At the 
village level, alongside the headman, he was very important and 
t h e ref ore his inf 1 uen c e was g rea t amon g t h e Ma 1 ays« To b e an 
"Imam", one shou1d have higher re1igious educat ion (though i t was 
not vital), but in the case of the Malay community most of the 
"Imams" had obtained only lower religious education. 
Nevertheless, most of them had been pilgrims to Mecca and had the 
title "Haji". The impact of poorly~~educated "Imams" was bad on 
the Malays. Some of their teachings were opposed to Islamic 
principles, such as giving more priority to "Akhirat" rather than 
worldly matters, whereas both should be treated as equal. This 
unbalanced priority led Malays not to be aggressive in finding 
worldly wealth and pleasures "Kediewahan". The carelessness was 
spread wide1y i n ^ Ma1ay commun i ty, and this kind of '11mam'1 can
I S A 1 - 1 mam, 1 June, 1908.
still be found to exist even in the recent years. For example, 
this speech was described by Swift in 1960's in Jeiebu, Neqeri 
Semb ilan-
» in sermon after sermon, I have 
heard the preacher begin with a short admission 
of the rightness of enjoying this world, and 
trying to prosper in it, only to launch into what 
is in effect, a denial of these opening remarks- 
He stresses that too great a concern with riches 
and pleasures in this world would endanger ones 
chances of eternal happiness in the next- And the 
tone and vocabulary used is so strong as to imply 
that it would be better not to concern onself with 
th is wor 1 d at all, for ou.r 1 i f e here is on 1 y a 
time of testing, and however great and wealthy a 
man may be, when he dies he leaves his wealth and 
fame behind him, and has only religious work he 
performed dur i ng his 1ife to h i s c red i t«Indeed, 
what seems to be good fortune in life, wealth and 
fame corrupt the heart and can damn the man who 
is the envy of all his fellows" (19),
Despite criticising this group for corrupting the lia 1 ay mind, 
Malays were also reminded by the Modernizers to use their 
intelligence when they received instruction- Malays were told
19- Quote from Mohd Fauzi Yaacob, "Kemunduran Masyarakat Melayu - 
Satu T in jauan Sos io-Budaya" , in Za i na 3. K ling, op . c i t - , p , 168»
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“don't depend too much on teachers, but use intelligence and 
adapt what is taught" (20). Beside this misunderstanding about 
religion, Modernizers also touched on the basic principles of 
religion, sue h a s p r a y e r « T hi e I s 1 a m i c c o m rn u n i t y w a s w a r n e d o f t h e 
i mp o r t an c e of daily p raye r, esp ec .i a 11 y F r i day p r aye r . Ma 1 ays we re 
urged not to forget to perform their prayers and were reminded
?Ya$xr3
that ( relates closely to practice (21). In addition, assembling 
for prayer could create social benefit for Malays. They could 
meet each other and exchange ideas after prayer, and by this good 
relationship could create unity. To understand what was the 
disease of the Malay community and how to overcome it in the best 
possible way, Modernizers believed it was necessary to understand 
Is 1 amic teaching» Is 1 aim shouId be examined deep 1 y , otherwise one 
cou1d get wrong perceptions. IsIam had a universa1 app1i cat i o n , 
touch i ng on t h e ec on omy, social life and politics as w e 11« 
Because the ma j or i ty of Ma1ays at the t i me 1acked educat i on, i t 
was therefore not surprising if they saw Islam from a narrow 
perspective. For example, A 1-Imam published articles on how Malay 
youth were taught to perform Islamic practices. One article noted 
that “a man who practices religion spends all his time in the 
rnosque and is isolated" (22).
Some Malay youths were reluctant to observe Islamic commands 
because they did not understand the real principle. It was not
20„ Idaran Zaman, 12 September, 1929.
21- Meraca. 20 January, 1915.
22. A 1-Imam- 23 July, 1906.
vital to recite religious instruction, and pray at a certain time 
and certain plaice™ They could pray anywhere ais long as the p 1 ac:e 
was clean™ Nevertheless a mosque was a better place because a 
group of people were involved CBerjemaah)«
The M a 1ay a 11 i tude and negat i ve mentali t y i n these matt ers were 
criticised by the Modernizers. Muslims were asked to use their 
intelligence (Akal) in order to determine and choose which was 
good and which was bad, because men haid been given the gift of 
in tel 1 igence. For example, men should not simply trust a. new and 
unknown person. Th is k ind of a11 i tude wou.Id endanger Ma 1 ay un i ty 
and h i nder Ma 1 ay deve 1 opmen t, and th i s k i nd o f p e rson was 
desc r i bed by A 1 I mam as foil ows ?
" all communities in the East who follow Islam, 
are cheated by artifical elements from the West 
(Saduran Barat), and they are diverted from 
religion and cheated by the men who wear burnouse 
(Ion g c o at), b e c a u s e t h e y t e a c h t hat e v e r y o n e 
w h o w e a r s b u r n oUS'e, m u s t t h e r e f o r e b e p i o u s 
"A 1i m "« Ac t ua11y sue h p eop1e c ause di v i s i on s 
among Malays" (23)„
This group of people was accused by the Modernizers of 
responsib i1ity for Ma1ay darkness» In add i t ion, they took 
advantage of Malay indifference. M&n who always wore burnoose came
respect from Malays. Gullick puts it clearly when he notes that?
f ram the M i dd 1 e East. c- T Some of them c 1 a i med descent from the
r e c e i v e d m u c hp r o p h e t M u hammad,  ^bee ause o
'1 i n Ma lay soc .i e t y p u t a t i ve d esc 0n t f r 0m 
the prophet is recognized by the honorific 
titles "Syed" or "Syarifah" which confer 
status equal to that of a "Raja" of a royal 
desc en t" (24)»
Such irresponsible people were criticised by Modernizers in 
articles p u b 1 i s h e d b y A 1 - 1 mam w h i c h u r g e d t h e M a. 1 ay c o f n m u n i t y to 
stic k t o g e t h e r a n d called a 11 M u s 11 rn p e o p 1 e t o u n i t e and d e v e 1 o p 
whatever they needed to prosper in this world as well as in the 
" A k h i r a. t" » The specific ill us t r a t ion the a r t i c 1 e g a ve was a. 
school b u i 1 d i ng p rog ramme (25)„ In ad d i t i on t o ac hi eve 
development, Malays were urged to help each other. The importance 
of mutual support could prevent Malay disunity and hostility 
amongst themselves. Malays would get benefit if they co-operated 
and prac t iced rnutua 1 he 1 p , and s 1.1 ch un i ty couId streng thien Ma 1 ay 
forces or voices in making a. deal with government. For example, 
by making a claim for the "Hari Raya" feast after a fasting month 
as a holiday if it fell on a working day. This Malay sadness was 
expressed by Utusan Me 1 ayu as fo 3.1 ows s
" it is very sad for the Muslim community 
if (Hari Raya.) cannot be celebrated merely 
because th is country is put under colon ia1 
adm i n i s t ra t i on " (26).
24. J.M. Bui lick, Max 1 ays i a s Economic Expax ns i on and Nat ional 
Un i ty, Wes t v i ew Press, Toront o 1981, p „ 40.
25. AI-Imam. 1 June, 1908.
26. Utusan Me1ayu. 16 September, 1913.
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Modei -nizers a 3. so urg e d the lia 1 ay commu.n i ty to f o 3.3.ow deve loped
in
countries such as Japan and/(.Europe. They argued that any races 
could achieve success if they worked hard and had the confidence 
to accep t modern i zat ion . The Japanese modern i zed the i r cou.n t ry i n 
political, economic and defence aspects, but still obeyed their 
re1i g i on. Wh a tever religion was followed by t h e Jap an ese, t h ev
still succeeded in achieving development - as can still be seen 
even today. In other words, religion was not a factor to stop 
development. Meanwhile Modernizers accused Malays themselves of 
lacking the confidence to accept modernization, because they saw 
west e rn c i v i1i z at i on as t he enemy of Is1am „ Mode rnizers d en i ed 
this belief and described it as a wrong and narrow perception. 
Furthermore, A 1— Imam explained, Japan needed contacts with
foreign countries for the following reasonso (27). 
a. As markets for their goods.
b» As places for training their students, tutors and teachers, 
c. As allies for defence purposes and to expand their power.
If someone changed his religion, but did not at the same time 
change his attitude and mentality, he and his state would stay at 
the same level. For example, “Raja Hahsyah" changed his religion 
and became a Christian but his state was still under developed 
compared with Europe, added A 1-Imam (28).
Ac tua11y many f ac tors shaped Ma1ay b e 1i e fs. The re was too g reat a 
dependence on "Takdir" (destiny) which resulted from a
27. Quote from A b dull a h H j „ J a a f a r, ' A 1 -•• I m am", K . K . KI m (e d ) , 
Se jar ah Masyarakat Me 1 ayu Moden . P e r sat u a n lvi u z i u rn M a 1 a y s i a , l< u a 1 a 
Lumpur 1984, p. 89.
28. Ibid.
m i sunders t an ding of I s .1 am i c p r i nc i p 1 es and h ad b ad e f f ec t s f or 
the Malays. They be!ieved " Takd i r “ controlled their lives and 
this made them a passive group. They just waited to see what 
would happen, and believed whatever happened was determined and 
fixed by God (29). As a result they did not need to work hard, 
because it would not make any sense to them. They believed their 
situation would not change if it was destined by God. This wrong 
perception discouraged Malays from working hard, whereas in fact 
Islam urged .its followers to work hard equally for life in the 
r e a 1 w o r 1 d and i n the "A k h i r a t " . Malays t h e r efor e o u g hi t t o w o r k 
hard and only rely on "Takd ir1 after everything they could do had 
been done.
God asked people to work hard equally for life in this world and
the next, and after they had done their best they should
"Bertawaka1" and hope God won1d g i ve good 1uc k to them af ter
their prayers, but they shall not to be sad if God determined
otherwise. Muslims should not be desperate if they failed, but
continue to try until success was achieved. However, in practice
this situation was not often different for the Malays, and
therefore Neraca frequently made his indirect attacks on those
people wh o sh a red this mi sun d e rs t an ding. " They t aug h t i f sonieon e 
•fro kt.
wanta.dj(weal thy he should only "Bertawakal" to the God who could 
c o n f e r w e a 11 h y t o h i m w i t h o u t f u 1 f i 1 t h e w a y w h i c h c o u I d b r i n g 
w e a 11 h y " (3 0) . This si t u a t i o n be c orne w o r s e for M a 1 a y s when it w a s
29. Neraca. 18 April, 1915.
30. Ibid.
mixed with animism- This practice required the performance of
several spiritual ceremonies before starting work whether in
\
agriculture, building a house, a wedding, "Hand i Safar" (a Bath 
to avoid d isaster which usua11y took p 1ace in the beach) and so 
on. They believed such things, which were clearly without power, 
could affect their lives, and believed someone would meet with 
disaster if he broke the rule. For example, if someone was ill, 
he wa\s disturbed by a ghost or devil, or he had made the ghost 
angry by doing something forbidden. Moreover, such people did not 
want to see the doctor but preferred a “Bomoh" or magician <31)- 
Modernize rs advised Ma1avs t o use hosp i t aIs and doctors, bee ause 
this was rnuch be11er than magicians- Utusan Me 1 ayu wrote that 
"the aims of government and doctor are good, they want to 
decrease disease and mortality in our country" (32)- Malay 
reluctance to go to hospital to seek treatment was referred to 
again a few years later. It was noted that Malay reluctance to go 
was because of the rigid procedure used in hospitals and fears 
of Chr ist i an i nf1uence < 33).
A further problem existed when such magicians not only „
failed to cure the patients but sometimes took advantage and 
cheated them. A magician was an important person in the village 
and his function was always associated with spiritual ceremonies. 
The institution of magician was long established in the Malay
31. S e e c h a p t e r 1„
32. Utusan Me 1ayuM 24 September, 1910.
33. Ibid, 31 May, 1913.
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community. How much Malay..: mentality was influenced by animism 
and "bomoh" duties can be summarized as follows:
" in all agricu11ure operations such as 
sowing, reap i n g , i r ri g a t i on wo rks, and 
the clearence o f j ung1e for pian t i ng, in 
f i sh i n g a t sea, i n p raspec t i n g f o r
minerals, and cases of sickness h i s
assistance is invoked. He is ent i 1 1ed 
by custom to certain small fees..." (34).
Modernizers argued that such beliefs were wasteful and opposed to
Is 1 amic teaching. The Ma 1 ay cammu.n i ty was asked ta f orget and not
to practice that nonsense any.t^or^ because it caused Malay 
backwardness. The initiative to sweep out all this nonsense was 
c 1 ear 1 v taken by A 1 --1 mam, when i t dec 1 ared i tse 1 f to be the most 
f i e r c e e n e m y o f all " b i d a a h " and " l< urafat" (b e 1 i e f s a n d p r a c t i c e s 
which opposed to the Islamic teaching) and wasteful customs which 
people m i x up with religion. And the work of A 1-1mam uwS to call 
a 11 M u s 1 i m s t o u n i t e t o b u i I d w h a t e v e r WaS i m p o r t a n t f o r life b o t h
in this world and the next (35). This practice upset some
Muslim hearts. However, Modernizers complained about 1 all our 
dear people v;!wkc>hoi d stlap id a 11 i tudes and ma i n tain a stlaborn 
mentality which refuses to change old beliefs" (36). The reasons 
wh y i n d i v i d la a 1 s mad e difficult!, es ab ou t c h an g i n g o r re f used
34. W.W. Skeat, M a 1ay Magic: An Introduction to the Folklore and
Popular Re11q i on of the Ma1ay Peni n su1a „ Macmillan, London 1900,
p . 57 „
35. A 1-1mam. 1 June, 1908.
absolutely to change?, related to the? fact that these practices 
we re ve r y o 1 d » Me? reove r, H i n du c ustoms h ad b een es t ab 1 i shed 1 on g 
enough to influence Malay life before the arrival of Islam.
Naturally, too, there were 'impurities" of custom and belief 
der i ved f ram M a 1ay t rad i t i on i t se 1f.
Nod ernizers not only c r i t i ci sed religious ma tters and
misunderstanding by the Malays, but they never forgot to touch on 
other aspects of Malay backwardness. Malays were urged to be 
we11-behaved in doing work and the resuIts wou1d be good too .
Severe criticism was expressed of a section of the Malay-
community who liked to waste time and didn't want to work hard
(37). They liked to talk to each other in the coffee shop about 
n on ~ bene f i c i a 1 ma 11 er s . Wh a t was even worse about t he i r a 11 i t ude 
was that, they never tried to do anything exc ep t to comp 1aint or 
criticise, "when we fincl our brothiers trying to do good work
particu1ar1y for our development, we refuse to he 1p and simp 1 y 
criticise and after we have finished criticising do not try to do 
better " (38). To achieve development, Malays should co-operate
otherwise their standard would sink below the human level said 
N e r a c a "if we do not help each other we will become worse than
ants (semut) and where could we put our hope if we fell below the
ant " (39).
In order-' to improve the Ma 1 ay communi ty, Modern i zers suggested
37« Neraca, 17 Feb rua ry, 1915.
38. Ibid, 19 January, 1912.
39. Ibid, 10 July, 1910.
that lia 1 ays must wor k hard and sweep away nega t i ve a tt i t udes and 
values together with wasteful customs and realise? the importance 
of re 1 ig .ion. However, Modernizers were aware that Ma 1 ays had to 
be educated first especially in the concepts of Islamic religion. 
Modernizers suggested that the people who should bring back the 
purity of Islam were the Ulama, the religious leaders. In 
addition, teachers who taught religion should be responsible for 
teaching Islamic children. This situation was very important 
because Malays had to be taught in the proper way and at an early 
age in order to get satisfactory results and if there was to be ax 
good new generat ion (40)»
Modernizers believed that a new small group of people which
-Hi a.
rece i ved educa t i on esp ec i a 11 y f rom/. Middle Eas t wou I d b e able to 
sweep away Ma 1 ay beliefs axn d b eh ax v i ou r wh i c h c axused t h e i r f a i 1 u re 
in all aspects of life. Modernizers were aware that if they 
failed to carry out reform, Malays would stay at the same level 
or even worse, beeaiuse they couId not compete wi th immigrants.
Howe ve r, Mode rnize rs b e 1 i e ved t h a t i f Max 1 ays we re ready t o 
change accord ing to Islam, there was no doub t that the Ma 1 ay 
community would succeed. If they succeeded,
" our community will regain its past glory
an d p I axe e of h on ou r " Kemu 1 i an ,! (41) «
Modernizers believed the illness faced by the Malay community was
40. AI-Imam, 12 July, 1907.
41. Ibid, 23 July, 1906.
ca.u.sed by many f actors, bu.t the rnos t i mpor tan t one was re 1 i g i on » 
Ma 1ays mi sunderstood both 1earn i ng and p ract i c ing the Is1ami c 
re 1 i g i on » Th i s was emphas i zed as follows,
“ perhaps it may be said that we? most need 
the skill of craftmanship and agriculture, or 
knowledge of how to rescue us from the slough 
of apathy and indolence-?, or that we must 
learn to unite for the common good ...... All
this is true, but the one thing that will 
st rengthen and rea1i se a 11 our des i res i s 
knowledge of the commands of our religion.
For religion is the proven cure for ail the 
i11s of our communi ty1' <42)»
Reform ideas carried by Modernizers received a strong challenge 
f rom the Conser va t i ves g rou.p wh i c h i n c 1 ud ed r e 1 i g i ous au t h o r i t i es 
in the states such as the "Kathi" or re1ig ious mag ist rates, and 
the Ularna who were very powerful in each state and could inspect, 
administer and produce "Fatwa" (Legal ruling by a jurist). 
Modernizers therefore concentrated their attempts to spread 
reform ideas in the Straits Settlements, because Conservatives
W  VOL
(not very strong there in contrast to the Malay States. 
Conservatives received strong support from the reigning Sultans 
and Islam was placed under their control. The influence? of 
Modernizers in the Straits Settlements spread widely because? the
42. Ibid, 1 July, 1906.
B r .11 i s h a ci < n i n .i s t r a t i o n did not i n 10 r 0 s t itself in I s 1 a rn i c 
af f a i rs „ Br i t i sh adm i n i st rat i on polioy i n sueh rna11ers was a 
consequence. of the Pangkor treaty which was signed in 1874 between 
the Br i t ish and Ma 1 ay ch ief s » In tine t reaty, the Br i t ish prornised 
not to involve themselves in Islamic affairs and Malay customs in 
return for the appointment of a British Resident in Perak„ 
Furthermore, the British administration believed disturbances 
within Islam were issues among Malays themselves, and did not 
i nvo 1 ve Br .i t .i sh i n terests«
Modernizers had suecess i n spread i ng their inf1uence as a resu11 
of the building of many "Madrasah" religious schools such as 
Madrasah Al — Iqbal in Singapore 1907, A 1-Had i in Ma1acca, 1913,
and Al-Mashyur in Penang, 1918 and together with several 
publications of newspapers and magazines, such as A 1-1khwan and 
Saudara, published in Penang in 1926 and 1928 respectively, in 
addition to A 1-1mam, Neraca and Lembaqa Melayu which we have 
a 1 ready noted i n S i ng apore»
Reform ideas advocated by Modernizers can be found widely in
newspapers, magazines and through teaching given in the
"Madrasah". In order to stop and prevent reform movement from
spreading, Conservatives tried to stop distribution of newspapers
and magazines which published reform ideas in the Malay States»
S o m e s t a t e s p r e v e n t e d t h e e n t r y o f f- \ o cJ e r n i z e r p e r i o d i c a 3s a n d
other publications and imposed penalties for anyone printing or
pub Iish ing 1i terature concern ing the Is1am ic re1ig ion wi thou t
•K\<l
wri 11en permission of 7 Bu1 tan (43)« Bef ore this, an Is1 amic
43« W.R. Rof f , op « c i t», p » 80«
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enactment for the same purpose was made in i904„ The enactment 
forbade any person, except in his house and family, to teach any 
religions doc t r ine unless he had obtained wr i 11en Af rom the S u. 11an 
(44). Howeve r, Mod e rn i z e rs ad voc a t ed many re f o rms whi c h they 
fo e 1i eved i mproved Ma1ays an d we re not opposed t o Is1am i c va 1ues . 
They also urged their countrymen not to be worried about simple 
matters such as whether they were allowed to pray without 
"Bangkok" (cap/tarboosh), wear a neck -tie, or not wear a turban 
if they have been to Mecca, whether to take photographs or go to 
the cinema. Whereas for the Conservatives, these things were 
vital. Conflict bet ween b o t h g roup s b ecorne c 1 ear wh en some
° f
Modernizers t r i ed t o demons t rate i n tront A Conserva t i ves,
This conflict become serious especially after 1920's, though the 
ue m e n t o n 1 y f o c u s s e d o n a s u Id -~p rob 1 e m or " F u r u / cab a n g ' i n
cJ
Islamic religion (45), D i scuss i on continously took place 
e v e r y w h e r e t o t r y t o ove rcome t h e p rob1ems which e x i s t ed between 
them but the d iscuss i on a 1ways ended i n tens i on. For examp 1e , 
the "Ketuk— ketuk" (instrument used in the mosques to determine 
the beginning of prayer time) became an issue. In Malacca it was 
r e po r t ed t o h ave been s t o 1en b y Mod e rni z e rs bee ause they believed 
the use of "Ketuk-ketuk" was associated with the bell used in a 
Christian church. Hostility between both groups become more 
d i r e c 11 y e x p r e s s e d when m a n y a r t i c 1 e s a n d v i e w s w e r e p u b 1 i s h e d i n
44. Ibid,
45. W „ R „ Rof f , op . c i t „ , pp. 7 5 87 ? Mohd Sar :i. m H j . Mus t a .i ab , 
op , c i t, , p p „ 1 4 9 1 6 3  5 N i k Ab d Aziz, " Pen d e k a t an Pen g a .j a r an I s 1 am 
d .i. Ke 1 an tan An tara Tahun 1860-3.940" , Ma 1 ays.ia Se jarah & Proses 
Pembanqunan , P e r s a t u a n 3 e j a r a Id M a 1 a y s i a , i< u a 1 a L u m p u r 1982, p ,
order to support both sides. Idaran Zaman, ft1-Ikhwan and
Baudara, were published in Penang and gave strong support to 
the Modernizers. On the other hand, Lidah Benar was used by
the Conservatives to channel their views. Lid ah Benar w as- 
published in Kelang by Raja Bon. Besides Lidah Benar, Suara Benar 
and Pandnan were pub1i shed i n Ma1acc a and Kua1a Kan g sar
respectively, and also supported the Conservatives. They accused 
Modernizers of irre1i g ion because of their ref orm movement. Thi s 
accusation was denied by Modernizers who emphasised the principle 
t h a t man mus t use his “A k a 11 ( reason ) t o d e t e rm i n e t h e t rue
religion rather than "Blind acceptance". The Conservatives, wrote 
A1--I khwan in 1929,
" behave as though it was obligatory to believe 
a 11 the 1aw books of the U 1ama, and every 
word in them, as though they were the Koran 
itself.... while the "Kaum Muda" (Modernizers) 
hold that the Koran and "Hadith" alone have 
this authar .i ty, and that as none of the U 1 ama 
at re free from error, God has given us reason, 
or intelligence, with which to examine what the 
Lflama say" (4t>) u
The Conserve.t i ves a 1 so cr i t ic i zed Modern i zers because of the i r 
initiative in showing concern about wor 1 d 1 y matters. Wha\t was 
most i mportant to them was re 1 ig ion . Man neeci re 1 i g ion to 1 i ve 
especially in the "Akhirat", therefore whatever man did in the
46. Quote from W.R. Roff, op.cit., p. 77.
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war Id other1' than f or re 1 i g i ou.s p u r p o s e s w a s  a waste of t ime. For 
e k a m pie, the b u. i 1 d i n g o f M a d r a s a h A 1 - 1 q b a 1 i n S i n g a p a r e w a s 
criticized by the Conservatives, Some of them argued that if 
pupils were put in schools and hostels their intelligence would 
not develop because they would use too much time for studying and
and
become worse ch i 1 d ren /less p i ous (47) . However, Modern i zers
defended themselves by attacking Conservatives teho wev'c, . would —
cxviL
loSc.7 ~ their position, “the more peop le /. educated the less
u
influence they WTH bo'^ L(48) « And their behaviour always described by 
Modernizers as foilowss
" they don't want to spend money to educate 
their children, but are more ready to spend 
much money for unimportant purposes such as 
wedd i ng ce remon i es, g amb1i ng, part i es and 
so on " (49)„
The reform movement used religion as a means to solve problems in 
the content of its ambition to see the development of the Malay 
community. Sheikh Tahir Jalaludin tried to define the religious 
movement as an attempt to correct religion, not to lessen or add 
anythi n g whi c h was not taught by the prophet. What was needed was 
to correct re 1 ig ion and retu.rn to easier and simpie f orms» Thus 
from the early twentieth century until the 1920's the tendency of 
t h e i r m o v e m e n t can be s a i d t o a i m to c.y.qM\<i m o i" e s e 1 f - a w are ness-
47. A 1 --1 m a m 1 June, 1908.
48. Ibid.
49. Ibid.
<an(J
Adeve 1 op and strengthen the lia 1 ay commun i ty hy u.sing the concep t 
of p u. r i t y o f I s 1 a rn on the basis of the K o r a n a n d " l-l a d i t h '1. hi u c h 
emphasis was placed at this stage on religion and its impact on 
Malay behaviour. The implications for the economy,, education and 
p o 1i t i c s w ill be disc ussed later on «
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EDUCATION
The importance of education is always stressed by the newspapers 
alongside the economy and religion, and they believed that Malays 
were also falling behind in this sphere. Modernizers argued that 
education could improve and develop Malay society. Their
confidence that education could play an important role can be
seen as foilows,
"the European community could not expand 
their administration from the West to the 
East unless they had knowledge, and the 
Japanese communi ty wi th its population not 
exceeding fifty million could not defeat 
a community which had a population of a 
hundred million (Ch ina and Russia> u n 1ess 
it possessed knowledge" (1).
Th is statement conf irmed the view that a communi ty couId on 1y 
develop and succeed when it was educated. The confidence that 
education could help to contribute to Mai lay development was
stressed again by Idaran Zaman which stated that ‘1 to develop our 
race we need education” (2 ).
The awareness of the importance of education by Modernizers was 
used by them to constantly urge Malays to develop education. They 
also believed that in ad d i t i on to mi sun d e r st an d i ng s ab ou t 
religion and negative attitudes towards life held by Malays,
1 - A 1-1mam, 23 July 1906.
2- Idaran Z a m a n 4 March 1926.
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e d u.c a t ion was a m o n g t h e f a c t o r s w h i c h rn ad e t; h e m bac k w a r d »
" if someone asks why our race in this
1oc a t i on declines, it is j us t en oug h
if we say with a short answer that it is 
because they a.re poorly educated or not 
educated at all" (3).
Religious schools certainly existed in Malay society, but 
Modernizers stressed the need to introduce and develop modern 
educa t i on (secu1a r )»
Before the British arrival, the religious school education system 
was conducted by religiously educated teachers, chosen by- 
students or parents- There were two types of religious schools 
offered in Malaya, "Sekolah Pondok" (literally means hut school) 
and sometimes just called "Pondok", and the other "Sekolah 
Ugama/Quran" or religious/Koran school- From the physical aspect 
"Sekolah Pondok" comprised a teacher's home, a study room, 
whether in the teacher's house or in a "surau" nearby and small 
houses around the teacher's house and "surau" where students 
1ived (4)- . "Seko1ah Rondok" were very obvious and frequen11v 
found in the northern states- Religious/koran schools were 
established in the rest of the country- Education given in the 
"Sekolah Pondok" placed more emphasis on religious matters- It 
can be summar .i zed as f oliows,
Neraca, 22 January, 1913-
4- Awang Had Salleh, "Institusi Pondok di Malaysia", Zainal Kling 
(ed), Masyarakat Me 1 ayu An tar a Trad is i dan Pe rub ah an Utusan 
Pub 1i ca t i on, Kua1a Lumpur 1977, p - 34«
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1. Morning prayer (Su.bu.h) .
2» Morn i ng Lee ture (f rom seven un til ten o ' c I oc k i n the morn i ng ) » 
3 » R e v i s i o n o r p r i v a t e w o r k»
4. Afternoon prayer.
5. Evening lecture.
6 „ Even ing prayer.
7. Night prayer (maghrib).
8 . Late night prayer (Isyak) followed by revision (5).
Wh i 1 e educat .i on g i ven in the re 1 ig i ou.s/ koran schoo 1 s a 1 so paid 
much attention to re1i q i ous matters, inc1ud i ng reci t i ng the 
K oran, 1 i 111 e was learned a b o u t hi o w t o write. G u 11 i c k d e s c r i b e s 
the instruction in the traditional syste?m of the Koran School as 
c m  5
" in which Malay children learn a little 
Arabic and recite the Koran as a form 
of religious instruction" (6 ).
Education in religious schools was conducted by a teacher in his
h ouse, mosque o r "surau“ and a 1ways s t ud en t s s t ayed w i t h t he
teacher during the period of study. In addition to fallowing the 
education given by his teacher, the student also had a 
responsibi11y to work f or the teachar, such as look af ter h i s
orchard or collect firewood. When the students become adult, they 
were taught self-defence (silat), carpentry, agricultural 
techniques and some of them learned how to be magicians (7).
5. Ibid, p . 17.
6 . J « M . Gu 11 i c k , Ma 1 aya, L.ondon 1964 , p . 202.
7 „ Quo t e f r om Mu j e i n i Amat, " Se j a r ah Awa 3. Pe r se k o 1 ah an Melayu d i
Student responsibilities towards their teacher varied in 
different schools, and with different teachers. It depended on 
the needs of the teacher. Genera11y , students had to work to 
provide teachers with income. For example, one student in Johore 
who attended a religious school said that he was selling cake for 
the teacher (£3) »
Generally, the Malay system of education was very basic and 
p 1 ac ed mo re s t r ess on re 1 i g i ous ma 11 e rs. 11 was n o t we 11 —
organised, especially before 1900. For example, Ahmat Adam argued 
that .i ns t rue t i on was
“ given in an improper way and was 
unsat i sf ac tory. Educat ion for M a 1ay 
children was merely reading and writing 
i n "j aw i“ A rab i c sc r i p t an d rec i t i ng 
the Koran'1 (9).
After the British arrival in Malaya, Malay and English schools 
were estsiblished rapidly with government assistance in the late 
nineteenth century. The system in the Malay school can be briefly 
desc r i bed as fo11ows„ 11 was,
1 open four h ou rs per d ay from 8 » 00 i n 
the morning until 12.00 noon, and operated
F* ulau P i n a n g '', Ma 1 ays i a Dari Beg i Be jar ah , P e r s a t u an Be j a. r a h
Malaysia, Kuala Lumpur i982, bil. 11, p. 40.
8 . Fauzi Basr .i., M . A . , '’F‘erkembangan Pend id i kan d i Meger i Johior 
1856-1939 Sa t u T i n j auan R i n g k as ‘, K .K . K i m (ed), Bejarah 
Hasyarakat Me 1 ayu Modern . F'ersa t uan Muz i um Ma I ays i a , l<ua 1 a Lumpur 
1984,"p. 17.
9. Ahmat Adam, "Pertumbuhan Kesedaran Bosial Orang-orang Melayu
di Melaka Pada Tahun-tahun 1920an dan 1930an", J e b a t bil. 10,
U .K .M „, Ap r i1 1980, p . 16.
six days per week. It was closed for five 
to si x weeks because of the fast ing
month, and for two weeks holiday in every 
f i rst, second and th i rd term. In add i t i on , 
i t became obviou.s that the iia 1 ay schoo 1 s 
allowed short holidays to enable students to 
help their parents in the fields" (10)=
The educat ion g i ven in the Ma 1 ay schoo 1 included agricul turax 1 
exercises, geography, mathematics and some writing (Roman) (11). 
Despite the existence of the Malay school, English schools were 
built by the government in towns, and some were established and 
conducted by missionaxries.
After 1900, Malay educa t ional opportun i t ies expanded,, And in 
t own s Ma1ays h ad an op p o r t uni t y t o sen d their chi 1d ren to Engli sh 
schools. However, there were still not enough places to provide 
axdequate education, and there were many Malays who did not go to 
school, especially in the villages because schools were not 
available and because of their poverty (12). In consequence many 
Malays were inadequately educated or not educated at -all. The 
development of secular edu.ca.tion was very slow in Malaya., In 1872 
the re were 19 En g 1i sh sc h oo1s w i t h 2,641 p up i1s , an d 28 
Ve rn axe u I a r sc hoo 1 s we re p rov i d ed w i t h t h e en r o 1 men t of 818 
students. These numbers increased into 39 and 171 schools with
10„ Mu j e i n i Ama t, op.c i t., p. 48.
11. Ibid, p . 415 Fauz i Basri, op » c i t», pp. 23-28.
12. Utusan Me1ayu, 19 June, 1913.
91
7,528 and 7,404 students respectively in the Straits Settlements 
alone in 190O „ No English and Vernacu1ar schools were provided in 
t h e Fed e r a ted M a 1ay States until 1872, Th e re we re o n 1y 24 En g 1i sh 
schools with 1,629 students and 234 Vernacular schools with 6,494 
students established in 1900 (13). The number of Mail ay students 
i n the St ra its Se 111 emen ts and the Federated Mai 1 ay S ta tes was 
very small. In 1900 there were only 13,898 students in the 
Ve rnacu 1 a r sc h oo 1 s » Th e e x ac t n umb e r o f Ma. 1 ay s t ud en t s in En g 1 i sh 
schools is unknown, but it must relatively small,
Modernisers express their sadness that many Malays were not able 
to read and write in their own language, and were even worse in 
reading a foreign language (14), For example, accord i. ng to the 
1911 census, the number of people (male and female) who were able 
to read and write in four selected districts was very low.
D i s t r i c t c a n r e a d a n d w r i t e who knows alphabet 
out of 10,000
K,Kangsar 
U.Langat 
K.Pilah 
Temerloh
ma 1 e 
4532 
956 
2348 
658
female
yj «;t* /-•*,
144 
11
ma 1 e 
2790 
1722 
1835
female
(J >t.H
96 
1 1
Sou rce; Th e cen sue of F ed e rat ed Ma 1 ay 8 1 a t es 1911, Moh d Sa r i rn H .i 
M u s t a j a b , " N e r a c a :L 910 J un 1915 P e n y a m b u n g N a fas A 1 ~ 1 m a m , Jerna 1
Budaya, Jilid 3, vol. 1, 1978, p» 106,
From the data above, it was found that in no district was the
13, J.S. Furnivall, Educat ion a.I. Progress in Southeast Asia, 
Institute of Pacific Relations, Mew York 1953, p„ 32.
n u m bar a f peo p 1 e < rn a. 1 e or female) w h o w e r e a b 1 e bo re a d a n d w rite 
m o re than 5000 . I n o t h e r w o r ds, 1 e s s t hi an half of t h e t a t a 1.. T h i s 
s i t u a t :i. on was eve n w arse in T e rn e r 1 a h w h e re it w a s f ound t h a t o n 1 y 
a very small number was able to read and write, especially among 
females. A 1-1mam described the lack of Malay education as very 
serious and provided its own figures.
“In the Islamic community in Malaya, 
only one out of a thousand has some 
competence in religious education and 
only one in a hundred knows how to 
write his own 1angnage" (15) „
Idaran Zarnan agreed with the argue men t expressed by the A 1 - 1 mam 
t h a t t he develop m ent o f t h e I s 1 a rn i c com m u n i t y w a. s f alii n g 
behind because the people were not adequately educated„ It was 
“very rare to find a highly educated person" (16). The importance 
of education led Modernizers to take the initiative, and they 
expressed their views on the importance of education for Malays 
f requen 11 y . Modern .i. zers urged all parti es, i nc I ud i ng the 
government, to build more schools,
" Stimulate every group, open several 
colleges and schools, because there is a 
need to spread knowledge. .... we find 
that a few government and private schools
15» A 1-1mam. 16 March, 1907.
16» Idaran Zaman, 21 February, 192:9.
are not enough" (17).
Other than urging the government to assist Malay education by 
building more schools, Malays were also reminded to take the 
in i t iat i ve, espec ia11y r ich people, and not just depend on 
government. Malays should unite and work together and copy other 
races in order to develop education,
" work has been done by the Chinese 
race here which can be used as a guide.
For example, the building of the medical _ 
school in Singapore. Is there any rich 
man f rom our race Arab decendsd , Ma 1 ay 
or other race who can co-operate" (IS).
Mail ays should take up the challenge to develop their education. 
To achieve this, everyone should contribute to the development, 
especially rich and noblemen. They should contribute in terms of 
money and provid i ng schooI fac i1i t i es. Th i s k ind of 
responsibi1ity and co-operation had been shown by the Chinese 
community, and Malays should follow them, urged A 1-Imam.
" rich men and noblemen should work together 
to establish buildings to be used both for 
assembly and as schools, places for educating 
thei r chi1dren in this country" (19).
Malay Sultans and aristocrats also did not escape from criticism
1 '7. A 1 - 1 mam, 7 November, 1907.
IS. Utusan Melayu. 5 January, 1911.
19 „ A 1 - 1 m a m 1907? idaran Zaman „ 31 November, 1929.
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by Modernizers who wrote critically that they “simply don't want 
to think and g i ve a f u.ture far the i r citizens by prov i d ing 
education" (20). Malay Sultans and aristocrats were often 
criticised because they themselves also lacked experience and 
ed ucation. They lived in wea11 h themse1ves and did not t a k e t h ei r 
responsibilities seriously. Modernizers constantly argued in 
favour of action and were not afraid to urge Malay Sultans and 
aristocrats to develop Malay education, especially for poor and 
b ac kward Ma 1ays.
" there is no evidence that Malay Sultans 
and aristocrats show that they think about 
the rights of their poor and backward 
brothers" (21 ).
The big handicap faced by Malays was inadequate education or none 
at all. Modernizers believed that money was vital to develop 
education. Malay Sultans and aristocrats and rich men, were 
cons tan11y u rg ed t o t a k e the in i t i a t ive and give bo t h specific 
assistance and strong encouragement. Quite apart from financial 
issues, however, the Malay attitude toward education needed to be 
transformed. The attitude of Malay parents was attacked by 
Modernizers for their indifference towards the importance of 
education. Only some Malay parents were ready to send their 
children to schoo1. Mast paren ts p ref er red that the i r child ren
should work in the padi field instead of spending most of their
20. Ibid, i7 Sep tember, 1906.
21. Ibid, 16 March, 1907.
9 5
time in school (22). Parents also refused to send girls to 
school. Malay parents believed there was no use in educating 
their daughters because, however highly educated a woman was, in 
the end she would stay in the kitchen (23)„ Girls were also 
expec ted to he1p their mothers to do house work such as cook ing, 
cleaning, washing and sometimes to look after young children. A 
he 1p ing hand f rom their chi 1dren f or Ma 1ay peasants was a very 
obvious need, because they depended so much on human and animal 
power and used only simple technology to do work in the field. As 
a result, they were less aware of the importance of education, 
and therefore they refused to spend their money in educating 
their children, but more ready to use it in ways that were not 
benef i c .ia 1. Modern i zers descr i bed paren ta 1 a11 i tudes as f o 11 ows,
1 some of them connected engagement and
uw.r<2,
marriage with i'fannS'; L forbidden by
religious teaching/!* such as gambling and 
so on and with excessive eating and 
drinking" (24).
Modernizers always stressed that education was very important and 
va1uab1e ,
"knowledge and cleverness can bring our
22. L. Manderson, Women--Pp 1 i t ic s and Changes The Kaum Ibu UMMQ 
Ma 1 ays i a 1945-1972, Oxford Un i versity Press, Kua 1 a Lurnpur 1980,
p. 20.
23. Ibid.
24. A 1 -1 maim, 1 June, 1908.
9 6
community to a higher place of respect
and honour" (25)«
Therefore, Modernizers believed education could improve the Malay 
pos i t i on, and ask ed Ma1ays t o t a k e ca re about it- Wr i t i ngs 
stressed this theme, as the following further example shows,
" the biggest investment in the life of this 
worId is usef u 1 educat ion » One comrnun i ty will 
not advance and develop unless it has knowledge 
and education" (26)»
Therefore, Modernizers never gave up urging Malays to educate 
their people until the highest level, both males and females.
" to f ind knowledge is a necessity f or ei ther 
male or female" (27).
For Malays who were capable and intelligent, Modernizers urged 
them to pursue study, even to go to Europe and be able to hold 
government posts when they come back (28)«
However, the development of girls schools was very slow, and the 
en ro1men t was-a 1so very 1ow« Strong c r i t i c i sm was expressed by
Modernizers of the Malay parents, because of their neglect to
e d ucate their children, e s pec ia11y g i r 1s « Utusan Me 1ayu stressed
25„ Nerac a , 17 February, 1915.
26- Ibid, 16 April, 1913.
27- Ibid, 21 April, 1915.
28- Utusan Me1ayu- 11 June, 1908; Idaran Zaman, 4 March, 1926.
education for girls as a necessity, " our weakness is in not
encouraging our daughters to study" (29)„ And this sentiment was
constantly expressed by Modernizers in the form of novels after 
-irhiL
£ 1920's and poems. Modernizers continued to urge Malay parents to 
give greater freedom for women to receive education. For example, 
8yed She i kh A 1 --Had i , one of the most f amous Modern i zers argued 
that society would only flourish when the status of women 
improved, for " it is the women who are the foundation of whoever 
desires the progress of the people and the nation" (30).
However, the freedom movement for women's education actually 
emphasised religion, handicrafts and domestic skills. Therefore, 
in general the appeals for women's education were based on an 
acceptance of a woman's role in her home and family.
" however highly educated a woman is, she 
cannot be called a wo mein if she does not 
know how to manage a happy home, for a 
woman's glory" is her home (31).
In addition to this attitude and ignorance of the importance of 
e d u c a t i o n , C o n s e r v a t i. v e s a 1 so pi a y e d an imp) o r t ant role i n 
p reventing Ma1ays f rom improving the s t an d a rd o f t h e i r ed uc a t ion. 
Conservatives claimed that it was a waste of time and money to 
educate children. It was of more benefit if they" worked in the
29. Utusan Melayu, 2 July, 1908.
30. W.R. Roff, The 0 r i gins of Ma 1 ay Nt Iona I ism, Yale University" 
Press, New Haven 1967, pp. 20-21.
31. Quote from L. Manderson, op„cit., p. 21.
fields and, for girls, in the kitchen. Moreover, Conservatives 
accused Modernizers of cheating by encouraging Malay parents to 
send their children to school. In this way, children would become 
less pious (32). In reply to these Conservative charges,
Modernizers accused them of being the real group who wasted money 
in unnecessary ways and places.
" our people withdraw a thousand dollars (ribu 
r ingg i t) to bu.i 1 d mosqLies or "Surau“ in the 
places which a 1 ready have mosques and "surau", 
fo u t are a f r a i d t o w i t h d r a w a. f e w f o r e d u c; a t i o n 
d eve1op men t, alt h oug h r • ed uc at i on ma k es p eop1e 
go to the mosque (33).
In addition to several wild accusations made by the
Consenva.t i ves, they also denied the va 1 ue of new schoo 1 s hu i 11 by 
Modernizers, such as "Madrasah A 1 Iqbal" in Singapore, and 
be 1 ieved they wasted money. In that schoo 1, ch i 1 clren were trained 
to wear smart clothes. Some of them taught that students became 
more stupid because they stayed in the hostel ail the time and 
studied instead of being free. However, Modernizers launched a 
counter attack on the Conservatives. Conservatives opposed the 
formation of new school because they feared,
" 1 os i n g the ad van t ag e t h a t t h ey h o 1 d _ an cl
use to cheat all our commun i ty. If there
32. A 1-Imam, 1 June, 1908
w e r e rn a n y e d u c a. t e d p e a p 1 e , all the! r
cheating would not work anyrnore " (34)»
Bu t, desp i t e mu.ch ac t i vi ty by Modern i z ers, Ma 1 ay paren ts still 
refused to send their children to schools, especially those
established by the government and missionaries. They feared their
children would be influenced, and, even worse, they might change
t he i r re1i g i on„
" the government had the initiative
an d could t ry t o c on ve r t chi 1dren into
Christians becaxu.se of the influences
around them" (35).
In add i t ion to f ears that thei r children won 1 d tu.rn in to
Christians, most English schools were built in towns. On a
location basis, it was impossible for Malay parents to send their 
children to school because they lacked transportation and because 
o f the i r p o v e rt y .
Modernizers went so far axs to say that the only way to ensure 
that Maiay parents sent their children to schoo1 was by force„ 
Such a step should be taken by respected leaders, otherwise it 
wouId not work »
" nobody can force them except Rajas/
Su11 ans o r t he g ove rnmen t o r t h e i r respec t ed
34« A 1-Imam„ 1 June, 1908.
35» Utusan Me1ayu. 5 November, 1908.
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leaders" (36)
As we 11 as ur g ing every group to take ac t ion , Modern i zers also 
did not forget their responsibi1ities to build and improve 
religious schools. For example?, Sved Sheikh A 1 - Had i established 
"Madrasah A 1 -Had i " in Ma 1 acca and " A 1 Mashyur A 1 Is 1 arnmiyah " in 
Penang in 1913 and 1919 respectively. Later, many more "Madrasah" 
were formed such as " Mad rasah Mu.h ammad i ah " i n Ko t a Bharu (1917) , 
"A1 Din i ah" in Kg. La 1 ang, Pada.ng Rengas (1924) and "Daeratul 
Maerifal Wataniah" in Kepala Batas (1925). These religious 
schools were based on the traditional system, but they were up 
dated and improved in terms of buildings and most importantly in 
t h e sub j ec t s t aught. "Mad rasah A 1- Iq ba 1" (1907) in S i ngapore i s
an example. This school was built complete with hostels where 
students could choose to sta>' ‘ \ and free medical
f ac i1i t i es were a 1so p rovi ded, w i t h one spec i a 1 doc tor. Sub j ec t s 
given in this school included Islamic religion, English and 
M a 1ay, Mathemat ies, Geography, History, Pub 1ic Speak ing and 
composition (Karang-mengarang). However, students had to pay $300 
per year for those who stayed in the hostel and $24 outside. This 
modern school for Malays and conducted by Malays was described by 
Abdul Jalil b. Raja Abdul Rahman (Riau) in his speech on the 
opening day when he referred to a "feast day for starting to 
sp read knowledge with this new sys t em of ed uc a t ion" (37). 
Modernizers also conducted a campaign to persuade Malays to give
36. A 1 Imam, IS December, 1906.
3 7. I b i d , 4 F e b r u a r y , 1908 „
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thei r views on how to i mp rove and deve1op Ma 1ay educat ion. 
Persuasion was also carried on by Modernizers through newspapers 
and rece i ved a g ood response« F o r e  x amp 1 e , one 1 oc a 1 w r i t e r f r om 
Muar, Johore, proposed to ail village elders or headmen in the 
Malay States that they should plead with both governments,, the 
British in Malaya and the Dutch in Indonesia, to improve 
e d u c a t ion. A mong the reques t s we re < 38)5
Firstly, the government should build one or more school in each 
state for the use of local students, and instruction in that 
school should be given either in Malay or an other language 
according to the race and its official language and English if 
the state was under British control and Dutch if the state was 
under Dutch control, and Arabic- Secondly, the government should 
pay all expenses including the salary of teachers and all 
facilities needed by students for studying. Because most schools 
were built in towns, government should pay for travel such as 
trains and other transport. In this way writers b e 1ieved they 
could encourage Malay parents to send their children to school. 
Third1y , government shouId impose heavy punishment on those who 
were reluctant to send their children to school whether rich or 
not. Fourthly, government should also impose punishments on lazy 
or careless students. Fifthly, if students passed in the three 
subjects m e n t .i o n e d above, t h e g o v e r n m e n t s h o u 1 d t a k e and a p p o i n t 
them as trainee officers and give a resonable salary. Sixthly, 
af ter they were fu11y t rained and ab 1e to do administ rat i ve work,
38» I b i d ,  18 D e c e r n b e r , 1906»
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the government should give them the vacancies and the government 
should not show b ias between ordinary and noble? people- They also 
should receive the same rate of salary with other same rank 
European officers. And finally, in the case of children who had 
passed from that school, and whose parents were capable of 
supporting their children's study, the government should force
them to send thei r chi1dren to pursue study in medicine,
engineering, shipping, economics, military science, law and other 
studies o f fered i n Europ e .
By this means, Malay writers were confident enough that Malays 
could wake up and develop like other races. They had to be given 
enough opportunity and good education. Malays had become weak and 
backward because they had poor education or no education at all, 
and not because they were lazy. His proposal was strongly-
supported by Hj. Tahir b. Hj. Ahmad Bunjal, who was a Malay 
school teacher at Pulau Tawar, Kuala Lipis, Pahang. According to 
Hj. Tahir, good education should be controlled by parents and 
conducted by government compulsorily from the lowest to the 
highest level. In his proposal, Hj. Tahir suggested four 
categories of education should be provided as follows; (39).
Primary School
This type of school should be built, at least two or three in 
each territoria1 unit (mukirn), by the government when there were 
fifty or rno r e c h .i. 1 d r en « To ensu re t eac h :i. n g e f f i c i enc y , eac h 
teacher s h o u 3. d t e a c h n o t m o r e t In a n t h i r t y c h i 1 d r e n . E v e r y s c In o o 1
39. Ibid, 14 May, 1907.
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should have one headmaster and several ordinary teachers,, 
including religious teachers, to ensure students would get proper 
re 1 ig ious i nst ruction as well as modern educat ion « However, H j 
T a h i r propose d limited e d u catio n f o r g i r I s „ H e s u g g e s t e d t h e 
girls class should be provided until standard three, the purpose 
here was just to produce educated mothers, especially with regard 
t o re 1 i g i ous ed uc a t i on . On the o t h e r h an d , boys sliou 1 d h a ve mo re 
opportunity than girls. After they had passed standard four, 
students should continue study into a second category of school - 
a c a teg o ry, ac c o rdi n g to H j. Tah i r , wh i c h did not as yet e xi s t.
Second Category of School.
This type of school could be a school for standard five and six 
or probably seven in the modern sense. Schools should be built 
on e i n each d i s t r i c t (daerah) und e r t h e sup e rv i s i on of the 
D i st r i c t 0 f f icer. Two headmas ters ( i t cou 1 d be a headmaster and 
his assistant) should be appointed in this school and several 1 
ord i nary teachers, and a 11 of them must be iiuslim. H j . Tah i r 
further suggested, that the English language should taught during 
four and the half hours a day from 7.00 in the morning until
11.30. At noon, Arabic languaige should be taught for three hours 
a day f rom 12. 30 un t i 1 3. 30 i n the even i ng « Bef ore that, stu.den ts 
needed to go to pray in the mosque or "surau" and school would 
finished every day after evening prayer (Asar).
Third Category of Schools
What Hj Tahir tried to suggest concerning a third category of 
school. is def in i te 1 y a secondary schoo 1« Thi is school shou 1 d be
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built in each state as a big school or centre for pursuing study 
f or students w h o h a d passed f r a rn t he Sec o n d C a t & g o r y o f S c h o o 1 „ 
Actually, said Hj. Tahir a school of this type was built by the
g o ve r n men t i n Pe r a k , namel y t h e Ma 1 a v Co 11 eg e o f Kua I a Kan g sax r.
0ne B r i t ish or Dutch headmaster shouId be appointed, together 
with one Arabic teacher, and several Muslim teachers.
Fourth Category of Schools
Hj Tahir's original idea here seems to be that this school should 
be associated with a college or university overseas. He proposed 
students who has passed from the Third Category of School should 
be sent to pursue study a Fourth Category of School.
F r o m t h e a bove proposal, it c 1 e a r 1 y c a n b e s e e n t h a t H j . T all i r
and his friends were putting forward very advanced ideas toward
the development of Malay education. For Malays there is no 
surprise that Hj. Tahir expressed such dramatic ideas, because he 
had wide experience in education. Moreover, he was himself a 
s c h o o 1 t e a c h e r „ M o d e r n i z ers u r g e d t hi e M a 1 a y c o m m u n i t y t o g i v e 
strong support and channel the proposal to the M a 1ay Sultans and 
Etritish High Commissioner to take action, such as providing a 
special budget for education development. In order to develop 
M a 1ay ed uc a tion, Mod e rni z e rs s t ressed the n eed f o r a sen se o f 
responsibility from both sides - the Malay community and the 
government. For Malays, they should act as a pressure group to 
stimulate awareness of the importance of education. As far as the 
government was concerned , Moderni zers a 1so wanted i t to t ake 
action. For example, they suggested how money might be raised to
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establish an education budget from several sourcess (40).. 
Government officials (and their private counterparts) should 
donate one percent from their monthly income (including 
pensioners)» In order to standard i 2e and make the paymen t easier, 
one percent of the i r income shou1d deducted d i rec 11y by 
government. Merchants ail so should pay one percent from monthly 
profits. The way to calculate how much merchants should pay was 
to make one percent equal to ten percent of a merchant's total 
c ap i t a 1. On c e ag a i n , g ove rn ment shou1d d ed uc t it d i rec11y « As f ar 
as the genera1 public was concerned , one percent f rom every S50 
total income should be taken from each man. For example, 50 cents 
should be paid for every $50. Women would pay one percent from 
every $25. The Malay public and peasants would be only required 
to pay once a year instead of the monthly amount pa.id by 
government and public officials and merchants. However,
Modernizers did nat explain how to determine the tota1 income of 
the Ma1ay pufo1ic and of peasants.
In order to see Malay deve1opment, Moderni zers not o n 1y suggested 
more schools should be built and provided with more facilities, 
b u t i t w a s e v e n m ore i m p o r t a n t t o c h a n g e t h e c u. rric u 1 u m . A 11 h o u g h 
they proposed a new curriculum, that did not mean that religious 
education wou 1 d be abo 1 ished or 1 ef t beh i nd. Re 1 ig i ous edu.cat i on 
would stay and be offered together with modern education 
(secular). Religious education was vital the Modernizers said?
" we could not deny the benefit from religious
40. Ibid.
schoo I s , b ecau.se re 1 i g i ous ed uca t i on i s 
needed for the ear 1 y t rai n i ng of our Mus 1 i rn 
children" (41).
In other words, they proposed a new and well-organized 
c u r r x c u 1 u. m w h i c h c o u 1 d c r e a t e s t u d e n t s w h o w e r e a b I e t o 
understand the modern world, alongside traditional religious-
mat ter s. The changing of the curriculum meant that religious
education should be given in a. proper way under qualified
re1i g ious teachers, together with secu1ar educati on »
"the benefits to be gained from foreign 
language (education) should be taught to 
our ch i1dren in our own 1anguage" <42)»
However, the in i t iat ive proposed by Modernizers was in thei r 
op i n i on sp o i 1 ed b y gove? rnmen t policy. They accused t he go ve rn men t 
of providing basic education for Malays, such as writing and 
reading, only for government purposes and in order to meet 
requ irements i n 1 ow level emp 1 oyment (43) . And, a 11hough Ma 1 ay 
children were given education to meet employment requirements at 
a low level, it did not mean that all of them would get jobs, 
especially boys who left Malay schools. For example,
" of 2900 boys who left Perak vernacular
41. Meraca, 24, Feb ruary, 1915»
42. Ibid.
43. Mohd Sar i m , op.cit., p . 98«
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s c h a a 1 s i n 19 0 3, o n 1 y t w ent v f o u. r b e c o m e
o f f i c i a 1 s a r d o m e s t i c s e r v a n t s , ten M a lay
school teachers, one a policeman and one 
a clerk" (44)»
Vernacu. 1 ar schoo 1 s did not seem to haxve economic va 1 u.e« They were
provided to meet the requirements for the lower level of .jobs,
and in practice it was not easy for Malay school leavers to find
job. As a result there was a tendency for Malay parents to send
their children to English schools instead of vernacular schools, 
"they voluntarily sent their children to the Muslim schools for 
their spiritual! welfare or to English schools for their material 
welfare, but the official vernacular schools offered them nothing 
in this world or the next" (45), However, once Malaxy children
went to an English school it did not mean that Malay students
w o u 1 d b e t r e a ted fairly in c o m p ax r i s o n w i t h the o t h e r c o I o n i a 1 
of f ic ia 1 s . For exampie, in 1935, axn educated Ma 1 ay whio he 1 d a 
bachelor degree with honours from Oxford was offered ax post in 
the M.A.S. (Malay Administrative Service) with only $150 starting 
sa 1 ary, wher eas col on i a 1 o f f i c i a 1 s i n t he M . C , S „ (Ma 1 ay axn C i v i 1
S e r v ants) recei v e d $-300 w i t hi t h e s a m e q u. a I i f i c a t ion (4 6 ) ,
44. W .R . Rof f, op .c i t„, p „ 77 ,
45 „ J „ S „ Furn i va 11, op , c i t „ , p . 53 r, Faxuz i Basr i , op „ c it., p « 29, 
stated that students who left t h e E n g 1 i s hi s c h o o 1 s i n J oh or e w o u 1 d 
recieved a higher salary in clerical service and have a huge 
o p p o r t u n i t y for pro m o t i o n , ax n d e v e n M u a r r a i 1 w a y s e r v i c e i n 
Johore only needed staf f educated from Eng 1 ishi sohoo 1 s .
4 6 „ K a s h n o r J ohan, Dr., 1 P e r k hi i d rn a t a n T a d b i r M e 1 a y u s 7 r a d i s i d ax n 
P e r a n a n D a 1 a m K o n t e k s K era j a a n P e n j a j ax h " , in Maxlaxysia Be jarah & 
Proses P e mb a n q u n ax n , Persa.tu.an Se jarah Malaysia, Kuaxla Lumpur 
1979", p. 144......
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Because of the lower-' stand ard o f edu.c a t i on g i ven t o Ma 1 ay 
children few of them could get even lower levels of job. It
s e e m e d t h a t t h e gov e r n m e n t w a s den y i n g t h e o b 1 i g a t i o n t o e d u. c a t e
and develop the Malay community. Since it was,
" not ready to produce Muslim local people 
as 1awyers, doctors, engineers or any kind 
of carpenters (tukangan) 1 (47).
Modernizers also accused the government of lack of faith in not 
p r o v i d i n g e d u cation far” M a 1 a y c h i 1 d r en. T h i s 1 a c k o f f a i t h 
e x ten d ed t o o ve r seas schoo 1 s « Fo r e x amp 1 e , t h e Arne r i c an 
commercial school was accused of trying to "sell education" by 
A 1 • -1 mam (48) « Furthermore, there was criticism of government 
policy because it seemed to do little more than “to make the son
0 f a Malay p e a s ant a better” peas a n t r a t h e r t h a n t o p r e p a r e him t o 
a n y a 11 e r n a t i v e occupation. A 1 -• I mam, a 11 a. c k e d g o v e r n rn e n t p o 1 i c y
1 n p i”ov i d i ng Ma 1 ay educat i on. 11 only t r i ed to p rov i de ;
'1 know 1 edge wIn ich d id not exceed what was
necessary to appreciate "pantun" (::: r
Malay po£m> and its elements" (49).
In addition, the failure percentage of Malay students was also 
c r i t ic ised » Very f ew passed . 0ut of 11935 studen ts i n Pera.k on 1 y
47. A 1 - 1 marn „ 27 Sepetmber, 1908.
48. Ibid.
4 9. I b id, 17 Sep t emb e r, 1906 .
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five percent could continue study until standard seven (50). 
Because the number of failures was very high, Modernizers did not
forget to advise the pup i1s in the co1umn en t i tied"study guide"
on how to succeed in study by saying,
" anyone who wants to study does not easily 
give up what they learn, because that
attitude could cause carelessness" (51).
In order to help Malay school leavers to get jobs, Modernizers 
u r g ed t h e govern men t t o b u i 1 d n e w sc h oo 1 s wh i c h c ou. I d b r i n g 
benefit for the Malays beyond religious education. The benefits 
envisaged by Modernizers were "carpentry, gardening and a bigger 
intake for Malay children to English schools" (52). They
e n c o u r a g e d M a 1 a y s t o i rn i t a t e f o r e i g n p e o p 1 e , e s p e c i a 11 y t h e
Chinese, in the way which they co-operated to develop their 
education by bu i 1 d ing many schoo I s „ Modernizers adrni red the
success of Chinese in introducing a new curriculum, and therefore
encouraged Malays to follow them.
" during 1904, the Chinese built schools
which taught geography, history, mathematics, 
phys i ca1 educa t i on ahd so on . Moreove r, t he
educa t i on given is f ree" (53).
50. Lit us an Me 1 ayu, 19 June, 1913 & 29 November, 1913.
51. Idaran Zaman, 3 June, 1928.
52„ Utusan Me 1 ayu. 19 June, 1913 ?•< Idaran Zaman , 4 July, 1929.
53. Idaran Zaman, 31 November, 1929, Student world column 
en t i 11ed "When i t happened?"„
110
Modern i zers a .1. so expressed the i r d i seat i sf ac t i on w i th fa i 1 ure to 
use the Malay language- The Malay language was not used widely in 
the sc h oo1s , Horeover, the re we re no valuab1e b ooks i n Ma1ay. 
This situation was criticised severely by Modernizers, and they 
claimed that this s i tuat i on was brought about by "ulama". "Ulama" 
sa i d the Moderni zers,
1 only used and read books in Arabic? 
tha t exp 1 a ins the pover ty of thie Ma 1 ay
language" (54)«
In addition to expressing criticisms and dissatisfaction 
concerning Malay education and the lack of help given to Malay 
ch i 1 dren to get jobs more easi 1 y » hiodern i zers made certai n 
positive propesa1s to government on how to create jobs for Malays 
and how to develop Malay education. They adapted some proposals 
suggested by Hj, Tahir primarily. Among the suggestion were5 
(55) ,
Firstly, students in Primary school who were incapable of
pursuing study in the Second Category of School should be taken 
on as office boys, cler k s , h ead men, me rc hants c 1e r k s an d 
assistants to teachers in Primary School, Secondly, students who
could not enter into the Third Category of School, should be
taken on as headmen, Malay clerks in government offices, 
s u r v e y o r s , h e a d rn a s t e r s i n P r i rn a ry Sc h o o 1 s a n d so on. T h i r d 1 y ,
5 ^ “ A 1-1m a m , 14 May, 1907,
55, Ibid,
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stu.cien ts f rom the Th i rd Ca.f egory of Schoo 1, i f not a.b 1 e to go 
overseas for further studies, should be taken a.n as c 1 erks in the 
kind of posts held by Ceylonese, Chinese and "Berani" Eurasians 
w h o a 1 r e a d y k n e w t h e E n g 1 i s h 1 at n g u a q e » And f i nail v , s t u d e n t s w h o 
qualified overseas should be taken on as officials in the kind of 
posts held by British and Dutch officials at the time.
The importance of education for Malays encouraged the publication 
of this topic i n newspape rs and mag a z i n es widely, and i t c an b e 
said that a 1mast every day this topic has bsen discussed, 
espec i a 11y after 1920's „
ECONOMY.
The state of the Malayan economy was discussed by newspapers and 
rn a g a z i n e s i n t h e y e a r s f r o m 1900 until the 1920 ' s T  h e s e a r t i d e s
expressed an awareness of the M a 1ay p e o p 1eS cond i t ion, thei r
backwardness, weakness and poverty and their dissatisfaction with 
this state of af f ai rs„
Max lays were aware that they lacked ax place in the developing 
ec onomy and were being left in the ag r i c u. 11 u. re sec t o r ,
e s p ecia 11 y ax s s u b s i s t a n c e p a d i c u. 11 i v ators and considerable
n umb ers o f f i sh erman. Th e i r ro1e was affected b y t he
spec i a 1i zat i on b y race i n the ec onomy i n t roduced b y the colon i a 1
power. The Chinese were concentrated in the tin — mines, Indians 
in the rubber plantations and the Malays themselves in the 
uneconomic agricultural sector. Malays were asked to act as 
providers of food for a 1arge and g rowing number of p e o p 1e 
engaged in the non-agr icu. 11ura 1 sec tor (1) . The recrui tmen t of a 
1arge numbei- of Chinese and Indian 1abourers in tin and rubber 
industries was one f actor which held M a 1ays in thei r o 1d 
traditions. The new comers were not interested in padi
c u 11 i v a t ion b e c a u. s e o f t h e u n c e r t a i n r e t u r n „ Also, w a g e s w e r e
higher in rubber and tin mining (2).
Bri t i sh o f f i c i a 1s envisaged t hat not o n 1y t he M a 1ay p e asan t r y , 
but the Indonesian immigrants would be able to cater for the new
.1.. Lim Teck Ghee, Peasants and Thei r A q ricu 1 tural Economy in 
Co 1 on i a 1 Ma 1 aya 1874-1941, 0 f oi-d Un i ve rs i t y P ress, Kua 1 a L..ump u r ,
1977'," p7 16.
2» Ibid, p . 20.
r e q u. i re men t s « T h e y b e 1 i e v e d t h e s e p e o p 1 e s h a r e d a c a rn rn a n 
b a c kg roun d of subs i stance agricuI1 u ra1 act i v i t y wh i c h f i 11 ed i n 
c o n v e n i e n 1 1 y w i t h t h e B r i t i s h d e s i g n f o r p e a s a n t a g r i c u 3. t u r e . 
Despi t e t h is, t he Br i t i sh adm in i s tra t i on ' s pollcy was t o absorb 
Malay aristocrats as new bureaucrats who concentrated on 
aid ministration p r ob 1 ems „ Th is i n d i r ec 1 1 y s t op p ed t h e
p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n e c o n o m i c 1 i f e o f a g r o u p w h i c hi h a d p r e v i o u s 1 y 
p 1 ay ed a 1 a rge p a r t i n it < 3) - Max 1 ays a 1 so c ou 1 d not ma k e 
much use of the facilities provided by the colonial power such as 
road an d rax i 1 w ays for-' c o m m u nication. T r a n s p o r t ax n d c o m m u n i c ax t i o n 
served substanciaxl ly the needs of the rubber and tin industries 
rat her t haxn 1 i n k i ng Ma 1 axy v i 11 axges „
T h e i n f 1 o w o f f o r e i g n i m m i g r an n t s caused i n s t a. b i 1 i t y a m o n g t h e 
Malays, because they were not involved in the commercial 
economy, an d t h ey f e 11 t h e i r f u t u re i rn j eop a r d y , especially wh en 
the Chinese gained i rn wea 11h » For exaxmp 1 e , ref err i ng to the 
Ch inese, one reader sen t h .i s v i ew to the correspondence col umn , 
s t a t i n g t h a t h e ax 1 ways "heard t a 1 k ab ou t big me r c h axn t s < t axu k eh ) 
and very popular rich men either from store or mines or other 
sectors" <4) . The success of the Chinese could be seen in 
com mere .i an 1 1 .i f e . M a 1 a y s coul d n o t e o m p e t e w i t h t h e m , although t h e
majority of the popuiaxtion was Mai axy. The Chinese appeared to 
survive and succeed in their business anywhere they settled.
3. Maxlek Munip, "Perancangan Pentadbiran koionial Inggeris s 
i<esannya ke Atas Ekonorni Me 1 ayu " , Zai nax 1 l< 1 i ng (ed ) Masvarakat 
Me 1 ayu s Antara T raxd i s i Dan Pe rub ah an . Utusan Publication
D i s t r i b u t o r s , K u ai 1 a L u m p u r 1977. p p . 13 0  - 13 :l. Also see c In a p t e r 1
under section economy.
4. Utusan M e 1a y u , 26 May, 1917.
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" Malay traders could not compete with 
Ch inese even in Ma1ay v i11ages where
t h e ma j o r i t y o f t h e b u.yers we re Ma 1 ay s (5) .
The success of the Chinese was conspicuous when compared with
Malays. Mat lays only gained a part of what the Chinese were
g at i n i n g » Some M a 1 -a y s w e r e a 1 s o r i c h but v e r y f e w at n d w e a 11 hi w at s 
not as g reat as the Ch i nese. "11 was 1i ke compai- ing earth and 
sky" (6). Matlays were sstid to be incompetent because they did not 
have knowledge of business (7), for examples, book-keeping, 
s h o r t - h a n d and t y p e w r i t i n g » T h a t w a s w h y M a lays c o u 1 d n o t s t at r t 
business and if they did try no wonder they faced failure (S).
Bes i des that, the Ma1ays who d id start up i n bus i ness showed 1ess
initiative and lacked the ambition to develop and expand their 
business. Therefore they statyed att the satme 1 eve 1 and were unat.b 1 e
to compete w i thi the Ch i nese (9) .
From the statement above, it clearly can be satid that Ma. 1 ays 
f e 11 t h emse1ves i n p ove r t y c omp a red w i t h o t h e r races i n M a 1aya. 
The majority of Mat 1 ays were involved in the agricu 11ure sector,
5. Idaran Zaman, 20 May, 1926.
6. Ibid, 3 December, 1925? Utusatn Me 1 ayu, 27 June, 1916.
7 » Idaran Zaman published a good dea 1 about Mat 1 ay lack of
business knowledge and experience, for example, see the issues of
14, Jan u a ry, 1926 ? 20 Ap r i1, 1926? 20 May, 1926 ? 3 and 10
December, 1925.
8» Z at bed ah Awang Mg ah (ed), An t o 1 og :i. Essei Me 1 ayu 1914-1941.
D . B . P . , K u a 1 a L u rn p u r 1964, p . 56.
9 „ Idaran Z at man, 3 D e c e m b e r, 1925 „
1 1 5
w h i c h w a s not v 0 r y pro s per a u. s , e s p 0 c :i. a 11 y t h 0 p a d i s 0 c t a r T  h e s 0 
tab 1 es ma k0 the point s t a t i s t i c a 3.1 y ;
FMS Agriculture Population 1901 (by race)
81 a t e Ma 1 ay Chi nese Indian 0 1 h e r Total
Perak 65217 / 6 / b 719 163 75777
Selangor 13766 9089 5720 80 2: £3655
N .Semb i1an 26102 6374 2829 23 35391
Pahang 14/30 437 28 64 15259
Total 119815 25578 9349 330 155082
M ost of the Ma 1 ay0 who were 0ngaged in agricu 11ure, were actua 11 y 
.involved in the not very prosperous padi sec tor „ Rudner has 
estimated that 97% of Malay peasants were involved in padi 
cultivation (11), and i t aut oma t i ca11y held number one ran king 
among Ma1ay occupations.
TEN LEADING MALAY OCCUPATIONS
Occupation
Padi planters
Agricultural
labourers
Agricultural 
owners & managers 3
1911 ( FMS only )
Ran k Emp1oyment
< 000)
1 108.2
18. 3
1921
Rank Emp1ovmen t 
(000)
1 452.0
94. 8
29. 8
10. Lim Tec k Ghee, op.c i t., p . 58«
11. M» Rudner, "Value and Issues in Malaysian Development", J.C. 
Jackson & M. Rudner (ed), Issues In Ma 1 aysian Development .in, 
Ma lays i a , Heinemann E d ucat i o n a 1 E< o o k s L t d , 8 i ngapore, r e prin t e d 
1980, p. 8 .
1 1 6
A t a p m a k e r s & 
sellers
Coe on u.t
cult ivators
Tai lors &
seamstress
Fishermen
Labourers
(unspec ific)
Planters
(unspeci f ic)
Weavers
Malay peasants were dominant in padi cultivation and have 
remained so even until recent years. It is subsistence farming 
and less profitable compared with other major occupations in
M a I a y a s u c h as r u b b e r in term of q u a n t i t y „ R i c e c u 11 i v at t i o n w ax s
not on 1 y less in terms of vo 1 ume, bu.t at 1 so 1 ess prof i table in
cash returns.
Ac tua 11 y , the Ch inese suecess in the Pen insu 1 a axnd in South Eaxst 
Asia generally, was not a surprise, because they were not 
ordinary people. They came from far away and had overcome many 
obstacles on the way. The hard conditions they faced in their 
homeland caused them to have a competitive spirit.
"I"he admin ist raxt i ve system wh ich ex isted in the Pen insu 1 a under 
the British implemented a capitalist economy which encouraged 
enterprise.
12. D.R. Snodgrass, Inequali ty and Economic Development in
Malaysia, Oxford University Press, Kuala Lumpur 1980, p. 32.
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COMPARISON BETWEEN RUBBER AND PADI AS A MEANS 
OF SECURING A GIVEN QUANTITY OF RICE (13).
Year-
1929
1930
;i q
1932
Pou.ncls of hu.sked 
P a d i o b t a i n a b 1 e 
w i t h p r cd c e e d f r o r n 
o n e  a c r e  of rubber-
2184 
1200 
912 
888
Pound of husked 
pad i obta inab 1e 
g r o w n d i r e c t f r o m cd n e 
a c r e o f r u b b e r »
424
344
568
640
Balance in 
favour of 
rubber (in 
pound of 
husked padi)
1760
856
344
48
Comparison of Cash Returns From Padi & Rubber 
Cultivation in Krian. (14)„
Year Average 
y i e 1 cl o f 
padi per 
ac re
(gantangs
Price p e r 
gantang 
(cents)
)
Gross 
proceeds 
f rom 
padi 
($ per 
acre)
Average 
yield of 
rubber 
(1 b „ p e r 
mature 
acre)
Price 
per 1 b 
(cen t
Gross 
.proceeds 
s)from 
rubber 
($ p e r 
acre)
differ 
ence in 
favour 
of
rubber 
($) .
1922 260 13 33. 80 400 25 90. 00 56. 20
1924 260 13 33. 80 200 43 86. 00 52. 90
1926 260 13 33. 80 200 75 150.00 166.20
1928 230 13 29. 90 200 33 66. OO 36. 10
1930 200 13 26. 00 480 16 73.60 47» 60
Ever ybody could become w e a. 11 h y and becau se of their bat:■kg round
t h e C h i n e s e bee a m e t h e w e a 11 hie s t g r o u p i n t h e F' e n i n s u 1 a . C hinese 
initiative an cl sp i r i t was d esc r i bed c I ea r 1 y b y A 1 I mam as
13. L.C. Yah, Economic Development of Modern Ma 1aya, Oxford 
University Press, Kua1a Lumpur 1967, p . 176.
14. L.T. Ghee, op .cit., p. 258.
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foI lows;
" look at the Chinese, they have left 
t h e i r o w n c o u n t r y a n d c o m e t o o u r c o u n t r y .
Most of them arrived only with a roll 
of matt inland pants,, They have come here 
because they want to avoid their hunger 
at home. They work to ; J>Zjcome a land Iorci
and have a store and in town carry on a
han k i ng an d a store bus i ness“ (15).
Awareness of non-Malay wealth not only existed, but was obviously 
much discussed. Too much Malay dependence on non "-Mai ays was 
described for example in a documentary entitled (Poverty and the 
deve1opment of MaIay race) wh ich noted that "near1y all goods had 
to be purchased from non™Ma1ays such as clothes, food, hous& 
tools and so on" (16). The Malay dependence on non-Malays was not 
a new pos i t i on „ Mon™Ma1ays, especi a 11y Ch i nese, ac ted as 
intermediaries, buying up Ma 1ay agricu11ura1 pra ducts and se11ing 
f inish ed prod lic t s „ A s a  r esul t, Ma lays g a i n ed not h i n g , an d t h e
middleman became richer. Thus Malays were not only poor, but they
were also too dependent on foreign people. In his speech, Syed 
Abdu1 Az i z descr ibed the si tuation as to11ows,
“if we stanci in f ront of a mi rror we can 
surely see in all the clothes we wear every 
day that they were a 3.1 produced by a fa reign
15. AI-Imam, 23 July, 1906.
16. Idaran Zaman„ 10 December, 1925.
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rac0, and if w0 cdu 1 d not g01 ho 1 d of slacIn 
garments we would have nothing to wear" (17).
Ma 1 ay hackwardn0ss could be s een c 10ar 1 y in a 11 aspec:ts including 
p rope r t y an d t rad i n g » Ma 1 ays we re u r g ed t o b ec arne awa 1- 0 " open
your eyes and see around us" (IS), A 1-1mam constan11y reminded 
Ma 1 ays of the need to improve their posi t ion , to work hard 
especially to "involve themselves and expand in trading together 
wi th craf tmanship (pertukangan)" (19) or probab1y industry ,
Malays also were asked to show caution, and not be relaxed 
t o wa r d s wh a t was happening aroun d t h em. Th ere was c r i t i c i s m , 
however, not only of non-•• Ma 1 ays who ga i ned p rof i ts but of Ma 1 ays 
who would not copy the success of non-Maiays. Malays were not 
only asked to follow the Chinese example but also all successful 
races in the wor1d , such as the British, in order to d isprove the 
belief that Malays were lazy (20). "The imp or tan t /Ci s nard work, 
o therw i se peop 1 e wou 1 d th i n k Ma 1 ays are 1 azy " sa i d Meraca (21) . 
Hopefully, with hard work, Malays also could enjoy the wealth 
whi ch ex i s t ed i n Ma1aya» 11 was es t i ma t ed t ha t "six t y f i ve
p e r c e n t o f t h e wo rId's t i n i s d ep os i t ed i n M a 1aya amoun t i n g 
rough1y to 40,597,935 p i cuIs. There are around one m i11ion rubber 
trees and they are worth ninety million pound sterling with the
17. Utusan Me1ayu, 7 June, 1913, Syed Abdul Aziz was a
Tunisian and he gave his speech in Mlas  1 irn assernb 1 y in Mlas 1 im 
F e d e r a 1 1-1 o la s  e .
18 „ Ibid, 2 7 J' u n e , 1916«
19. A 1-Imam, 17 September, 1906.
2 0. Utusan Me 1 ay la , 14 A u g u s t, 1913.
21„ Meraca, 13 August 1913,
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p r i c e a t £  2 „ 2 5 p e r I b , a. n ci t hi e r 0 iw«S: a I s a a. o o n s i d e r a b I e n u. m b e r
o f c oc on u t p 1 an t a t i on as sou. rces of t h e we? a 11 h o f Ma I ay a " (22) »
Ta Iking ab ou. t wea 11 h , U tusan Me 1 ayu. a. 1 so c omm0n t0d '1 Ma 1 ay a h as
n ow b0cofne r .i. ch0 r compared w i t h 10n ye?a.rs ag o 0sp 0c i a I1 y a f 10r
t h 0 introduction of t h 0 rub b 0r i n d ust rv" (23). Th 0 wh o 10
c h a r a c 10 r o f M a .1 a y econo m y w a s c h a. n g 0 d w h 0 n t h 0 British
introduced commercial agriculture in the form of rubber and by
t akin q over (with ass i st an c e of t h e Chi nese) and 0 xp an d i ng t he
small native tin-mining industry. Malaya soon became thee world's
largest e p o r 1 0r of na.tura 1 rubb0r and tin, the posi t ion she
tf\<L
holds to/present. This position can be seen in the tables below?
World Production of Natural Rubber 
(thousand tons)
Y0ar Ma1aya Indonesia Thai1and Cey1on 0 1her Africa 
1910 6 3 - ? ? ?
1921 151 72 - 39 14 5
1925 211 193 5 46 33 8
1929 456 255 5 81 43 6
Sources adapted s
a. (B.C. Allen §• A. 8. Donnithorne, Western Enterprise in Indonesia 
h. Ma 1 ay a j A Study in Economic Deve 1 op men t. Allen & Unwin Ltd., 
London, 2nd impression 1962. p. 295.
b . L .T . Ghee op „ c i t., p « 253«
22. Utusan Me1ayu„ 9 February, 1911.
2 3  „ I b i d ,  2 7  - I u n e , 1 9 1 4 .
South Total
21 302
33 529
23 869
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Percentage Distribution of Natural Rubber 
of Principal Rubber Producing Countries.
Coun try Year
1910 1920 1930
Malaya 6.7 51.0 53. 6
I ndones i a 2. V 22. 1 29. 2
Ceylon 1.7 8.6 9.2
Thai 1and 0.001 0.1 0. 5
A f r i c at 21.4 1.6 0. 6
Others 26.0 1.2 2. 0
a d a p t e d f r o m L..C . Yah op . cit., p „ 94.
World Tin Production By Countries 
(Thousand tons)
Country Year
1900 1905 1913 1919 1929
Ma1aysi a 43 51 51 39 /
Indonesia 18 12 21 21
Bo1i vi a 9 16 26 27 4 o
Thai 1and 4 5 7 8 10
Nigeria 4 6 1.1
Congo - 1
U„ Kingdom 4 4 5 3 3
Australia 4 5 8 5 o
Gh ina 3 4 8 9 7
0 1h e rs 2 4 4 8
World total 85 99 134 122 196
Sources adapted from s
a ) L.C, Yah op» c i t« , p. 319,
b) Wong Lin Ken, . The Ma 1 a van T i n Industry to :I,9_;L4Witli sp ec i a 1
reference to the states of Perak, b.L... Semb i 1 an and
Pahang ■ Un i vers i ty of Ar .i zona Press, Tu.scon 1965, pp „ 246•••••247 .
c) Allen Donni throne, op. c it„ , p. 297.
d ) L « T . Ghee, op. c i t., p » 252»
e ) J .B . Serivenor "mi n i ng 11« R .0. Winsted t (ed) , M a 1aya s The 
Strai ts Se 111 emen t s and Un federated Ma 1 ay States, Constable S- Co 
Ltd., London 1923, p. 193.
Modernizers expressed thei r vlews on whiy Ma 1 ays were backward in 
the economy. T hi e i r w e a k n e s s w a s c a u. s e d b y s e v e r a 1 f a c t o r s , one of
w h i c h wa s t hsir social b eh a vi our. Fo r e x ampie, Idaran Zaman
published an article entitled "Why our race declines" and wrote
11There is no co-operat ion between thern.
They waste and d o n 't know how to spend 
money" (24).
F u r t h e r rn o r e , a rn o n g t hi e f a c t o r s s u g g e s t e d in c o n t r i b u t i n g t o
b a c k w a r d n e s s w e r e t h e f o 11 o w i n g ,
1. Deviousness (sangka yang tidak betul).
2. Uneducated women < t i ada pertgetahuan orang perempuan ) »
3. Lack of knowledge (miskin pada "kitab") (25).
This negat i ve assessmen t he 1 ped to exp 1 a. in thie f a i 1 ure of 
contemporaries to compete with non-Malays. Many criticisms were 
made by Modernizers in order to create Malay awareness of the
24. Idaran Zaman., 23 April, 1926.
25. Ibid.
p r oblem and o ve rc orne Ma I ay wea k n ess. M a 1 ay s , :i. t was sa i d , we r e
not interested in commerce and industry, as compared with non- 
Ma1ays espec i a 11y Ch i nese. In con t ras t t hey pa id much a11 ent i on 
to unbeneficial activities such as sport. For example, for the 
S i n g a p o r e M a lays, f o o t b a 11 w a s v e r v p o p u 1 a r a n d h a d s p e c i a 1 
p r i o r i t y .
"the s i z e of t h e Ma1ay c ommuni t y (Sing ap o re) 
is less than the Chinese community, but soccer 
news i s mo re widely sp read, wh e reas in the 
Chinese community they feel much anxiety about 
industry and seek inq wea11h” C26).
The importance of and interest in soccer on the part of the 
Malays there was also reflected in the number of football clubs 
there <27).
This a11 i tude could be dangeraus to the Ma1ays, especi a1 1y the 
young generation. Young Ma1ays were urged to be aware of the 
importance . of time and fill it with self-improvement and leave 
such bad attitudes behind. How young Malays wasted their time was 
described as follows?
"Mala y y o u n g people 1ik e t o assemb1e i n t h e 
billiard centre and the place of hoop-la 
(menyumpit gelang) and other wasteful location 
centres" (28).
26. A 1 - 1 mam 5 September, 1908.
27. See chapter Politics.
28. Mohd Dahari Osman, "Akhbar Cahaya Pulau Pinang 1900-1906", 
Jebat, U.K.M., 77/78/79, p. 17.
Un 1 i ke in the towns, the you.ng generat ion who stayed in the 
villages used their time by "playing soccer and talking to each 
other in the coffee shop and just slept" (29),.
Nevertheless, it was suggested that the negative attitude among 
young Malays was actually indirectly caused by the way Malay 
parents treated their children.
' hi a 1 a y c h i 1 d r e n i n t h is s t a t e w e r e
i g n o red by t heir p a r ent s an d we re
free to play in the village and they
were then married off early, but even so 
parents still looked after them and
supported them with food and clothes" (30).
Malays were also said to be lacking in effort. They were 
re1uc tan t to t ry new fields which couId i mprove the i r pos i t i o n , 
espec ia 11 y in comriusrce. 9erv f ew Ma 1 ays were involved in
commerce and a majority of them were engaged in the agricu11ure
sector. But when we ask why they were not involved or interested 
in business, the obvious reply is that they had small or no 
capital to start business. Malays had to be persuaded to get 
i n v o 1 v e d a n d s t a r t b u s i n e s s e s 1 i k e t h e C h i n e s e w h o w e r e
successf u 1, t h ough t hey a 1 so had sma 11 cap i t a 1 when t hiey s t ar t ed
business. The secret behind the Chinese success has hard work 
<31). The fact that Ma 1 ays lacked busi ness e xperience wa.s a 1 so
29. Utusan Me1ayu, 19 June, 1913.
30 „ M . Daha.r i , op. c i t „ , p . 17.
31. Idaran Zaman, 20 May, 1926.
among the causes of Malay failure (32).. They cou'ld riot compete 
with the Chinese who had several advantages even in the Malay 
villages.
Reel ig ion and belief also affected the Malay way of life and 
a11 i tude, The f ail ure to u.nderstand re 1 i g ia n i n a p roper way was 
the cause of Malay weakness and backwardness (33), Strong 
cr i t ic i sms were made of Ma1ays who ref used to work hard, 
believing that their destiny was fixed by God (34), Moreover, 
most of them believed that the world was merely a place for 
stopover, in which people were prepared religiously before going 
to their permanent destination. This was as a result of lack of 
educ a t i on an d a mi sun derstan ding i n re1i g i on, The s i t ua t i on 
became worse when teachers and religious authorities were not 
sufficiently responsible in giving their teaching. They gave 
special priority to life .in the after world and seemed to forget 
responsib i1i t ies in this world, where man shou1d work equa11y 
e i t h e r f o r r e 1 i g i o n o r d a i 1 y 1 i f e (3 5) „
I f w e loo k t o t h e M a 1 a y w a y o f 1 i f e , t h e r e w e r e m a n y f a c t o r s 
o t her t han rel i g i on wh i ch rn i g h t h ave influenced it. How p roverb s 
affected the Malay life has been studied by Thye in his 
c o m p a r i s o n ta e t w e e n M a 1 a y a n d C h i n e s e p r o v e r b s (3 6) . 1 n h i s s t u d y ,
32, Ibid? Meraca, i 6 Ap r i 1, 1913.,
33, See chapter Religion,
34, Idaran Zaman, 26 May, 1926,
35, Meraca, 12 May, 1912,
36, C«H. Thye, Masaiah Perpaduan Masiona1, D„B,P„, Kuala Lumpur 
1979, pp, 52-54, .... . .  ....
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he f ou.nd the d i f f erence between proverbs i n the two 1 anguatges was 
clear.. In terms of fortune, for example, Malay proverbs are 
neqa t i ve. For examp 1 e , ‘1 rexek i secupak t ak kan j ad i segan t ang" ( i f
<3 . urul Ort.eoSov'C.sviart't C O  cjskt-0
you get " sec up a k " /i t /i mp oss i b .1 e to I cjo^r "segaxn tang'](> , Chinese 
p roverbs on the other' hand were more pos i t i ve such as " wea. 11h 
and raspect a.re gained from working hard and saving". Afoout 
wea. 1th, Ma 1 ay proverbs say, ‘1 wea. 11h cannot be ca.rried to the 
g r a v e " (ha r t a t a k b o 1 e h ci i b a w a. m a. t i ) a n ci "only w h i t e cl o t h e s c a n 
be brought to the grave" (hanya kain putih dibawa ke kubur). For 
the Chinese, the concept of wealth is more important, like "if we 
get money, whatever we say is correct, but not otherwise" (kalau. 
a ci a w a n g c a k a p k i t a d i a n g g a p bet u 1, k a. 1 a u t i ci a k cl i an g g a p sal ah) » 
He also showed that Malay proverbs praised initiative less than 
Chinese. The Chinese said "if you refuse to work hard when young 
don't regret when you are old" (tidak mahu raj in berusaha semasa 
muda sia-sialah merasa duka nestapa semasa tua) .
However, there were many good Ma 1 ay p roverbs su.ch as "little by
1 i t tie b e come a mountain" (si k i t s i k i t, 1 a m a -1 a m a j a d i b li k i t ) .
Some Malay negative values, however, not only made them backward,
b u t e v e n con t r i b u t e d t o a decline f r o m w hat they at 1 r e ax d y h a d
established and some of them completely lost the ability to
max in tain themselves. They were not even trying to maintain what 
and wctre.
t h e y h a d , k e v e n f a r Xf r o m cl e v e 1 o p i n g w h a t k a 1 r e a d y .' . _ h a d »
" we can see much evidence that our 
race used t o haxve man v hand i c raf t s , bu t 
these have not expanded and indeed ax re
1 2 7
dec 1 i ninq and s 1 aw 1 y d :i. sappear i ng " (37 > .
R e a 1 i s i n g t h a t s i t u. a t i o n , M a 1 a y s w ere u r g e d t □ w o r k a n d t o u s e 
their expert i se again , :i.n other words to resume the:i. r f orrner
a c t i v ities, s u. c h a s c raftmen. P a p u 1 a r M a 1 a y c r a f t m a n s h i p c o u 1 d b e 
seen in goods made from gold and silver (38).
As regards the other group of Malays who were dependent on 
land, namely peasants, they was urged not to depend solely on one 
major source. To increase income, they were encouraged to grow a 
variety of crops and do various other jobs as a precaution if 
anything went wrong. Growing rubber was one of the ways to solve 
/problem. For Malays who stayed in the town, they were encouraged 
to 1 ea!■'• n other usef u. 1 occupat i ons such as carpen t ry, or clerical 
wor k in a f i rm or governrnen t depar tmen t (39) . Ma 1 ays were also 
urged to un i te and work together in order to cut ou.t middlemen by 
forming a "company" which would operate in the same way as a co~ 
operat i ve . Mohc:l. Nurad in b . A 1 i in ed i tor ia 1 co 1 umn entitled "The 
d eve1op men t o f a sue c ess f u 1 Ma1ay r a c e " urg ed t he building o f " a 
place for Malays to stay and do business - a co-operative for 
mar ke t i n g p rod ucers" (40).
01 h e r t h a n a c t i n g to replace t h e rn i d d 1 e rn a n , a c o - o p e r a t i v e also 
c ou1d act as a b od y t o g i ve c red it facilities t o p easan t s . This 
kind of co-operation could create the spirit of working together
/ » Her ate a , .1.3 A u g u s t, i 913.
38. Utusan Me 1 a y u 28 February, 1914.
39. Ibid, 6 March, 1909.
4 0 „ Id a r a n Z a m a n , 31 D e c e m b e r, 1925»
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and lead to most improvement in their position and make Malays 
unit e d » 11 also c ou1d revi ve t h e va1ues o f (seman qa t q o to n g
r o y o n q ) o r '1 mu t ua 1 help" wh i c h e x i s t ed 1on g ago i n MaIay c us t om 
(41). In addition, MaIays women were encouraged to work to 
i n crease t he i r s t an d a rd o f Ii v i n g . Mod e rnizers arg ued t h at women 
in other countries, especially developing countries, very 
ob v i ous 1 y wen t out to wor-k , even somet i mes do i ng the same job as 
men. M o d e r n i z e r s gave as t h e i r e x a m p 1 e A rn e r i c a w h e r e w o m e n "wo r k 
in construc t ion companies and big stores, carry heavy bricks, 
wood and construction tools which no Malay women have ever done 
before" (42). Actually in a peasant community which relied on 
human and animal muscles, the assistance of women was important. 
Women had to play a role and this role had been taught to them 
since earliest times. Swettenham has described how at about five 
or six -• a girl "was expected to assist her mother in the 
p rep a ra t ion of meals, i n c 1eani n g t he h ouse an d i n wash i n g t h e 
clothes. She began to assume some responsibilty for the care of 
younger children, and sometimes also helped in the rice field"
(43) . For- the f i sh ing commun t i y , the same s i tua t i on happened 
where daughters "would draw water, chop wood and generally help
in the house, while the men only go to sea" (44)» Women were
41. Mera c a 18 July, 1912»
42. A 1-Imam. 6 December, 1907.
43. F.A. Swettenham, quote from L. Manderson, W o m e n P o  1 i 1 1 c s and 
Changes The Kaum Ibu UMNO Ma 1 aysia 1945--1972. Oxford University
P r e s s , K u a 1 a L u m p u r, N e w Y o r k & M e 1 Id o u r n e 1980, p .15.
44„ R« Fi rth, Housekeep inq Among Ma1ay Peasants, Ath1one Press,
U n i v e r s i t y o f Lond o n & I-I u m a n i t i e s P r e s s Inc., s e c o n cl e ci i t i o n 
1986, p . 17.
e xpec teci to h0 1p 3 ince the i r husbands wo 1-"k0d „
“ When the fisherman cornes in wet and tired 
a f 10 r a d a y ' s f i s h i n q h e e x p e c t s h i. s w i f 0 
to be down on the beach, to throw skids for 
the boats, help in the sale of fish, and 
carry back the husband’s fishing gear to the 
house1 (45) «
However, the case of Kelantan's women was a special one- They
r a the r t han men w0 r0 ac t i ve i n t he ec an omy <46). They we re
f requen11y f ound t rad i ng and a ma jor i ty of them d i d bus iness i n 
the market even until recent days.
In general, it was argued in the pas^ that all the factors which
c a u s 0 d IT a 1 a y b a c k w a r d n e s s h a d t o be solved i f IT a lays w a n t e d to
deve1op » The posit ion was summod up by Idaran Zaman as f ollows;
" if we still like to foe lazy,
(Se1ag i k i ta suka pema1as), 
surely we get less rice and tools-
(Tak dapat tiada kurang Iah beras dengan perkakas).
Wc cio o o f  toovk.,
(b e 1 ci g i k i t a t i d a k fo e r u s a hi a ) , 
we cannot succeed forever.
(Selama-lamanya tak boleh ber Java) -
If we don't have good sense,
(S e 1 a g i k i t a t a k h e r p e r a s a a n > , 
we sha11'no t deveIop -
< T e n t u 1 a h k u r a n g d a r i p a ci a k e m a j u a n ) -
If we do not co-operate,
(Se 1 ag i k i ta t i ada foermuaf akat) , 
it w i 11 be d i f f i c u 11 t o ma k e p 1-0 f i t s - 
(T i a p -1 i a p k e u n t u n g a n s u s a h 1 a hi d a p a t)
If we 1i ke quarrels,
45. Ibid, p» 25.
46. Ibid, pp. 29-34-
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< S e 1 a g i k i t a s u. k a b e r g a ci u h ) ,
e v e r y p romi s e w e rn a k e w i 3.3. not 3. a s t.
(1" i a p — t i a p p e r s e t i a a n t a k cl a p a t k u k u h ) «
l'f we don' t love each other,
(Se 1 ag i k i ta tak mahu berkasih-kasihan) , 
we shall have less blessing from God«
< K u r a n g 1 a h r a h m a t d a r i p a d a T u h a n ) -
If we 1i ke d i spates,
< S e 1 a g i k i t a s u k a b e r m u. s u h ) ,
our development will be like a bamboo.
(K e m a j u a n k i t a s e u rn p a rn a b u 1 u h ) .
If we do not show loyalty,
(Se1ag i k i t a ku rang persetiaan 3, 
we all cannot succeed.
(Serba t ak bo 1eh ke j ayaan)«
If we are careless,
(Se1ag i k i t a k u ran g c e rmat), 
we a re f a r away f rom p rospe r i t y .
Cl a u h 1 a h d a r i p a da n i k m a t).
If we don,t have self consciousness,
(Se1ag i k i t a t ak mahu ber insaf 3,
we don ' t cl raw the r i gh t I esson f rom our d i f f i cu 11 i e s . 
(Kesusahan k i ta tak makna apa).
If we don't have knowledge,
(S e 1 a g i k i t a t i a d a h e r p e n g e t a h u an) , 
we will be ashamed forever.
< S e 1 a rn a -1 a m a 1 a h k i t a dal a m k e a .i b a n ) .
If we like gossip,
(Se1ag i kit a suka men gumpa13, 
we cannot work together.
(Tiap—tiap hal tak dapat semuafakat).
If we refuse to stay under the sun,
< S e I a g i k i t a t a k m a h u b e r j e m u r ) , 
it is difficult to get prosperity.
(S u s a hi 1 a h k i t a m e n d a p a t m a k m u r ) .
I f w e don't h a v e s e 1 f - r e s p e c: t,
<SeIag i k i ta t i ada berma1u-maluan), 
e v e r y w o r I-: will n o t m u 3. tipi y „
(T i a p p e k e r j a a n t i d a k 1 a h b e r g a n d a a n ) »
I f we b ehave arrogan11y,
(Se1aq i k i ta suka kesombongan 3, 
w e c anno t g e t o n w i t h e a ch o t her.
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(S u s a h 1 a h k 0 s 0 n a n 9 a n d i d a lam p e n c a r i a n) (4 7) -
Although many factors wore thus described in order to explain 
Malay weakness and backwardness, together with some advice on how 
to improve the pos i t ion, everyone was aware of the f ac t that (it 
could not be denied) Malay peasants lacked capital and technology 
to deve1op their agr icu11ura1 ac t i v i ty. They used s i mp1e and p00r 
quality tools and were dependent too much on human and animal 
power to do work„ In order to he1p peasants to upgrade their 
living standard, the Modernizers also criticised government
rf
policy- Go ve r nment c on t r i b u t ed t o MaIays p ove rt y bee ause Adi d n ot
en c on rage t h e d eve 1 op men t of initiati ve amon g Ma I ay p easan t s» Th e
government was asked to assist Malay peasants by establishing a 
"bank" to provide credit facilities,. They believed that Malay 
peasants could get considerable benef i t i f the governmen t was 
w i 11 ing to take this step „
1 P r osp e r i t y wou id inc r ease if t h e
g o v e r n m e n t e s t a b 1 i s h e d a b a n k w h i c h c o u 1 d
lend some money to Malays for improving 
the i r f arms, buyi ng an i ma1s or tools 
f or agr iculture, or any th i ng whi ich re 1 ated 
to agricultural purposes'1 (48) - 
In addition, the government was also inactive in developing rice 
production because of the policy of importing rice- Among major 
countries supplying cheap rice for Malaya were Thailand and
47„ Idaran Zaman, 2 May, 1925- 
48- Utusan Me1ayu„ 20 July, 1908-
Buritia, a.nci i t s0em0ci tha.t the ob 1 iga.t i on tcd ma. i n t a. i n ciom0st i c 
r i c 0 p i - o ci u. c t i o n w a. 0 n 0 g 1 e c: 10 ci, t h o u. g h t h 0 r 0 was s t i 11 s 0 m 0 
carr i ed on by government«
Rubb0r wa0 i ntroclucod by th0 Br i t ish , and tho s :i. z0 of th0
pradcict ion rap id Iy incr0a.s0ci a.f t0r 1900 in 10rm of atc:reage.
Arasaratnam has calculated the following f i gures s in the year
1900 there we r 0 50, 000 a c r e s , 5 4 3, 0 Ci CD a. cres in 1911 an cl 3, 272 , 0 0 0
ate res i n 1938 (49) . With this a mo cm t, au t oma t i c a 11 y Ma 1 ay a b ecome
t h 0 m a j o r n a. t u. r a 1 r u. b b e 1- p r o d u c e r . I n c o n j u n c t i o n w i t h t h e
0 x p a nsion o f r u b b 0 r p 1 a n t at t ion, m a n y Indian 1 a b o u r 0 r s w 0 r e
bra ugh t in to m0et 1 a.ir.)ou.r dema.nd on the ru.bb0r 0states a.nd th i s
led to am increased Indian population in Malaya from about
270,000 in 1911 to 470,000 in 1921, and to 625,000 in 1931 (50).
In 1937, 300, 000 Inci ians were employed on the Br i t ish owned
estates only (51). The rapid growth of rubber production
naturally led to the development of the Malayan economy , “we
. to ba.
supposed/Cmore prosperous now" (52) — but this development was 
c r i t .i. c i s e d fo y M o ci e r nize r s o n t he g r cd u n d s t h a t a 11 t h e r u b b e r 
t r 0 0 s .i n M a 3. a y a b e 1 o n g 0 d t o t h e E u r ope a n c o m p a n i 0 s a n d t h e 1 a b o u r 
came from India (53). The rapid expansion of rubber plantation
49„ S. Arasaratnam, Indians in M a 1aysia and Singapore. Oxford
U n i v e r s i t y P r ess, K u a I a L u. m p u r 1980, see p « 35-36.
50. Ibid, p, 29„
51. hi„ Thinker, The Banyan Trees; Overseas Emigrants From 1 nci ia„ 
Pakistan and Bang ladesh , 0xf cdrd Universi ty Pr0ss , 0 xf ord 1977, p »
9 EL " " ... ...
52» Utusan Me 1 a yet 8 February, 1908.
53. Ibid, 27 June, 1914.
was necessary because of the expansion of the new matocar and 
electrical industries™ Further interest was stimulated in its 
production by new land regulations in the Federated Malay States 
wh ich in t roduced low qui t ren ts f or Iand gran ted f or rubber 
planting <54) » This rapid expansion also existed because rubber 
rose in price. As a resu11 of this rap id rise in price, rubber 
became one of the most profitable fields of investment™
London Yearly Average Natural Rubber Price
Price™
Year™ 
1901 
1903 
1905 
1907 
1909 
1911
Source, L « C » Yah, p ™ 253 ™
d . 
3™ 00 
6 ™ 00 
8 „ 00 
7 „ 50 
1« 00 
5™ 50
Malay interest slowly changed when they saw the rapid expansion 
o f r ub b er an d its p ro f i t, b u t sad1y manv obs t a c 1es e x i s t ed t o 
prevent Malays from taking part in the rub beer industry™ 
Government p re f erred tha t Ma1ays shou1d concen t rate on p 1anting 
rice which was considered as the less prof i tab1e return ™ The 
government tried to keep Malay peasants on the land as 
unprofitable padi cultivators in several ways™ Thee restriction
54™ P „P „ Courteney, A Geography of Trade and Development in 
Ma 1 ay at „ E?-e 11 & Sons Ltd™, p™ 214™
for new land and higher taxes were imposed on the land which was 
p 1 a n t e d w :i. t h rub to e r . F o r e x a m pie, Ii a 1 -a y s ha d to pa y & 3» 2 0 f o r 
ever-'y ac re of 1 and p 1 an ted wi th rutoher , together w i th other 
p a y m e n t s , a n d d u r i n g the f i r s t f i v e y e a r s t hi a t r u b b e r w a s 
planted, l i a lay s n e e d e d t o p a y 17 „ 0 0 p e r a c r e w h e r e a s S 7. 0 0 t o 
$ 8 n 0 0 p e r at ere w as pa i d b y non-Ma 1 a y s < 55) «
ii a 1 a y s con t i n u. e d t o g r o w r u. b b e r , t h o u. g h m a n y o b s t a c 1 e s w e r e
imposed by government to discourage them- The Director of
E d u. c a t i o n commented 11 I s u. g g e s t t hi a t restriction o n E n g 1 i s h
Schools is rather more simple than restriction of rubber " (565.
Further strict action was taken in 19:17 when the Padi Land
Enac tmen t act was approved in order to prevent pa.d i 1 and being
planted wi th other crops» In other words th is enac tmen t tried to
stop Malays from planting rubber on their padi land (57).
Ru.b ber e xpan s .i on n a tura 11 y had an i mpact on thie deve 1 opmen t o f 
t he e c o n o m v , b u t it h i t hi a 1 a y s b a d 1 y „ T hi e y 1 o s t t hi e i r I a. n d b y 
selling at high prices offered by non-Malay entrepreneurs. They 
parted wi th thei r land in var ious ways, such as sell i ng , 1 ea.s ing
and mortgaging. If this new phenomenon did not stop, Malays might 
not have any land to stay and p 1 an t .
n it will be a mistake if Mat lays in
Malaya don't have any land, indeed all
55. A b d . 8 h a f a r H arun, 11U n cl a. n g - u n cl a n g T a n -a hi S i m p a n a n hi e 1 a y u “
T i n j a u a n K e a t a s Dasar B r i t i s h d a n I in p 1 i k a s i n y a i< e p a cl a M a s y a r a k a t 
M eIayu Neg e r i Semb i1an M i ng g a Pe rang Duni a K edua", Jebat, B i 1» 11
U.K.M., 198.1/2, p. 84; see also L.T. Ghee, p. 77.
56. Quoted f rom L . C . Yah , op . c i t „ , pi« 1 76.
57. Abd. Ghafar Harun, op.cit., p. 85.
land inside the country should belong
to them" (58)»
M a n y c r i t i c i s m s w e r e e x p r e s s e d a b o u t M a 1 a y 1 a n d a 1 i e n a t i o n » Not 
only Mala y s w ere a w a r e a b o u t this sit u a t .i o n , fo u t a Iso t h e 
government itself and it was pushed in to taking action.
Finally, after lengthy discussion the government came to the 
decision that Malays had to be protected by legislation and in 
1913, the Malay Reservation Enactment was passed. The motive of 
this enactmen t was to p rotect Ma1ay holdings of 1and and thei r 
interests.
Although the enacment was not completely satisfactory, for Malays 
the action taken by government at least decreased the tension. 
The i r ag i tat i on concern i ng 1 osi ng the i r 1 and became 1 ess i n tense? 
w hen the g o v e r n m ent i n t r o d u c e d a n d i m p 1 e m ente d t h e ii a 1 a y 
R e s e r v a t i o n Enact rn ent. The r e 1 a v, a t ion of M a 1 a y t ension be c a u s e of 
this action was descr i bed i n Utusan Me1ayu,
" by this way Malays can avoid poverty 
forever and in Singapore many peop1e 
moved from town and stayed in the jungle 
to bui1d new houses and p 1antations (59).
The awareness of Malay backwardness in the economy was constantly 
discussed, especially after 1920's. Despite urging Malays to 
develop their economy, they also urged them not to forget the
58. Utusan Me 1ayu, 25 October, 1913.
59. Ibid, 11 June, 1914.
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i mporta.nce of educat ion. Modernizers be 1 :i. eved educat i on cau 1 d 
he 1 p Ma 1 ay improve and deve lop thei r race. The imp ort an ce of 
education for Malays was a 1so given much attention by 
Modernizers. And their views on this topic will be discussed in a
Politics.
iiodern i z ers were nat urall y awa.re that col on i a 1 i srn occu.r red 
t h r o u. g h o u t t h e hi a 1 a y A r c h i p e 1 a g o ; hi a 1 a y a w a s u. n d e r B r i t i s h r u. 1 e 
and Indonesia under Dutch control. They expressed their said ness 
t h a t t h e M a 1 a y r a c e w a\ s t o t a 11 y u n d e r E u rope an p o w e r i n s u c hi 
exp ressi ons as,
" at t h i n g w h i c h cam b r i n g tear a:- a n d m e 11 
the heart" (1).
Foreign powers came to Asia for economic reasons and, competing 
against each other, acqui red co1on ies by using thsir m i1i tary 
power and st reng th« Af ter the British succeeded i n taxk i ng over 
administration from the Malay Sultans and their aristocratic 
supporters, they carried on government without considering locstl 
people (2) „ T h e y .i n t r o d u c e d a n d .i. m p I e m e n t e d a n e w p o 1 i t i c a 1 
system which brought hi a 1 at v a r i s t o c r a t s into ax n e w b u r e a u crac y . T o 
ensure that their political system succeeded, they used Malay 
ar i stoc r ax t s . T h e y believed t h a t t h i s coul d m a k e t h e 
axdmin i st rat ion ef f ic ien t. Ar i stocrats were asked to ac t as 
bridges to t h e hi ax 1 ay c o m m u n i t y „ T he c o 1 o n i a 1 p o w e r, i n t h e e y e s 
of the Modernizers waxs described as " always acting according to 
i t s o w n wishes" <3). Ma1ays who wo r ked w i t h t h e c oIon i a 1 p owe r 
were said to be slaves, " to be a slave is to be like a dog 
guarding a horse" (4).
1. A 1 --1 mam, 17 8ep t emb e r, 1906 .
2. Ibid, 14 April, 1907.
3. Ibid, 9 Sep tember, i 907„
4 „ I b i d , 12 JuIy, 1907 .
i 38
Iiodern i zers ax 1 so axccu.sed the? coloni a 1 atdm i n i st raxt :i. on of not 
paying much attention to the local people, especially in terms of 
w e 1 f a r e , a f t e r t hi e i r s u c c e s s i n e s t a tali s h i n g t hi e i r p o w e r , T h e 
coloni a 1 administration j u st si rn p 1 y did w h a t e v e r i t w ax n t e d t o d o 
w i t h o u t t a k i n g i n t o a c c o u n t fi a 1 ax y v i e w s « T h e y d i d '1 n o t c o n side r 
what waxs thought by the owners of the land" (5) »
Furthermore, fiodernizers urged the co 1 on ia 1 power to reconsider 
whaxt it had done to local people " remember what they have done, 
and abandon toughness" (6).,
Iviodern izers ax 1 so urged the fia 1 axy commuri i ty to become awaxre of the
ef feet of co 1 on .i a 1 i sm upon them and to car ry out new in i t i at i ves 
f o r t h e i r f reedom „ Th i s k i nd of ur g i n g become more op t i rn i s t i c 
since they got inspiration from the success of Japan in defeating 
C h i n ax at n d R u s s i ax i n 1894 a n d 1905 r espe c t i v e 1 v „ T h e J a p axnes e 
success proved that it was not impossible now to defeat colonial 
o r E u r o p e a n p o w e r 0 v e r ax 11 fi a 1 a y s no w ax d m i r e d t h e J a p a n e s e ax n d 
believed that the only way to achieve their own aspirations was 
b y g e 11 i n g the i r sup p o r t < 7 > „ fio r eo ve r , t h e y axd rn i red D r . 8un Y"a t
Sen who similarly tried to develop an awareness campaign in China 
aa n d f r e e h i s c o u n t r y f r o m d o m i n a t i o n » His ax c t i v i t i e s g at v e t h e m 
st rong encouragement (8> » Af ter Br i t ish success in cons olIdat ing 
p o w e r , t h e y i n t r o d u c e d a c o m rn e r c i a 1 e o o n o m y b y t a k i n q o v e r a n d
5« Ibid, 14- Ap r i 1, 1907 „
6» Ibid.,
7. Utusan lie 1 ayu„ 28 June, 1913.
8 „ A Ii. 1 mam „ 27 September, 1908 „
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d e v 01 a p i n q s rn a 11 M a lay mi n 0 s w i t h C h i n 0 s 0 a s s i s t a n c 0 « 'I' h 0 y a 1 s o
i n t r o d la c 0 ci r u b b 0 r p 1 a n t a t i 0 n s „ T o meet the I a b a a r 1-0 q u i r 0 m e n t s , 
t h 0 B r i t i s h 0 n c cd u. r a g 0 d t h e i n f 1. o w o f  C h i n 0 s 0 a n d I n ci i. a n 
immigrants for both sectors of thee commerc iaxl economy in Malaya, 
This k i nci of po 1 i cy unsu i tab 1 y 10d to an i ncr0a.s0 i n the tota. 1 
number of immigrants, and i t was c r i t i c i seci by Mcdd0rn i zers. Such 
people were used to seize Malay rights and dominate the wealth of 
t h e c cd u n t r y cl a i m e d t h e lvI o d e r n i z e r s (9) „
The presence of the foreign immigrants to Malaya could, endanger 
the native population, because Malays could not compete with
them, Serious action should foe taken to prevent Malays from
1 osinq everyth ing, first in the economy a.nd then in po 1 i t ics.
Th i s un r es t was e v,p ress0d as f o 11 o w s ,
1' the presenc 0 of a fore.ign race seek inq to
f i n ci w e a 11 h m a d e M a 1 a y s w e ax k » M a 1 a v s n e v 0 r 
g o t what the y w e r e 1 cd o k i n g f o r b u t s 1 o w 1 y 
1 o s t w h a t they a. 1 r e a. d y h a d , u n t i 1 o u r
g o v 0 r n m e n t become at b u r n i n g s t i c k ( k at v u. y a n g
d i m a. k at n a p i ) a n d w h at is left t o u s is o n 1 y
a 1 i 1 1 1 e 1 a n ci at t t h e end o f a p r o m o n t o r y
(h u j u. n g t at n j u n g ) " (10) ,
I n a d ci i t ion, it was also said t h a t M a lays c o u 1 ci n o t 1 i v e h a p p i 1 y
a 1 o n g s i ci e the i m m i g r a n t s b e c a u s 0 o f i m p o r t a\ n t ci i f f 0 r e n c 0 s » T h e s e
9. Accusation a n ci c r i t i c: i s m w a. s e y, p r 0 s s e d h a r d J. y b y M o d e r n i z e r s
in c:hapter economy«
10 „ M o h d , D a h a r i 0 s m at n , " A k h fo a r C a h a y a P P  i n a n g 11, J e b a t , J 1 cl» 7,
B i 3., 23, U , !<» M » 1978/79, p» 4,
1 4 0
d i f f erences such a.s re 1 i g icdn , custom a.nd s cd cdn ccdu. 1 d create 
d i f f i cu 11 i es , "if they sta.y near to each o ther, hea 11h and 
character will bra destroyed" (115 .
Mala y f e e 1 i n g f o r a n d 1 o v e o f t h e i r h o rn e 1 a n d c a n h e s e e n w h e n 
t h e y u. r g e d g o v e r n rn ent t o r e c r u. i t m o r e Mai a y s t o b e s o 1 d i e r s T h e  y 
believed that in this way they could protect and defend their 
h o m e 1 a n d . T h sir 1 o y a 11 y w o u. 1 d n o t b e i n d o li b t , b e c a u s e i t w o u. 1 d 
be an obligation for them to protect their homeland. Modernizers 
asked,
" why the Federated Malay States government 
did not t hi n k t o use M a 1ays as s o 1d i e rs i n 
thei r own cou.nt ry . There is a r igh t and 
responsibi1ty for everyone who has a 
home 1 and to p rotect h i s s ta.te ' s seour i t y , 
t cd g e t Ii e r w i t h i t s w e a 11 hi a n d -a Iso his o w n 
r e 1at i v e s " (12)•
In addition, they said such a step could save a. lot of money. 
Ma 1 ay sold iers did not need si h igh sa 1 a r y , whereas Ind ian 
s o 1 d i e r s needed one bee a. u s e t h e y h a d t o s e n d m one y b a. c k t o I n d i a. 
tcd support thei r f ami 1 ies. The outf 1 ow of a 1 ot of mcdney was a 
w a. s t e » B e s i d e s t h a t , if t hi e gove r n m e n t u s e d M a. 1 a y s o ldiers, t h e y 
wouId not on 1 y be 1 cdyat 1 to their-' own ccdun 1 r y , but they a 1 so knew
m o r e a Id o u t their c o u n t r y t h a n a n y f o r e i g n e r c o u 1 d . T h e r e f o r e t h e y
11. Utusan M e 1a y u , 11 June, 1908.
12. Ibid, .14 March, 1912.
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could provide better service (.13), The objective commitment of 
Modernizers in this matter can be seen in the way in which they 
g a v e a c k n o w 1 e d g e m e n t t o t h e Sultan o f J o hi o r e , b e c a u. s e o f h i s 
in i t iat i ve in f ormi.ng a vo 1 unteer reg irnen t in Johore (14) „
T a 1ki ng about sec u r i t y , Mod e rn i z e rs ag a in sh owed t h e i r b e 1i e f 
that seclir i t y mList be put under Ma lay con t ro 1 by sugqes t i ng t ha t 
Ii a 1 ays s hi o u Id be police m e n » I o a c h i e v e t h i s a s p i rat i on , t h e y 
urged the government to recruit more Malay police. However, the 
government made a statement in reply that Malays themselves 
refused to be policemen. Utusan Me 1 ayu pub 1 ished the staxtement 
f!“om the ch ief of police of Federated Ma 1 ay States in 1912, who 
sa.id tha.t Ma. 1 ays ref used serve i n the po 1 ice f orce and gave h i s 
reasons f or thsir nonrecrui tment as f oliows: (15).
1« They cou 1 d ga i n mor e money i n o t hie r jobs camp ared w i t h t hi e 
wages of a. policemen. They could get ax round 50 •- SO cent per day 
or more by tapp ing rubber «
2. They liked to be free to go anywhere.
3. They did not want to be under discipline and order such as 
parading (berbaxris) ,
1 n order to overcorne this profo 1 em, because of thei r des:i. re to see 
secur i ty ma11ers in Ma. 1 ay hands , iiodern i zers wen t so f a.r a.s to 
suggsst that Ma 1 axys shou 1 d be “encouraged 1 to j oi n the po 1 ice by
13. Ibid*
14„ A 1 1 m a m 6 December, 1907, quote from Abdullah Hj. Jaafar, 
1 Al” Imam", K.K. Kim (ed), Se jarah Masyarakax-t Me 1 ayu lioden n 
P e r s a t u a n M u z i u m M a 1 a y s i a , i< u ax 1 ax L. u m p u r 1984, p „ 10 0 „
15. Utusan MelayuH 10 July, 1913.
legislation which would force them to join the force. They wished 
t o ,
' p r o v i d e a n e n a c t m e n t w i t h t h e c o n s e n t o f 
nob1emen and headmen to force every Ma 1ay 
male, aged between 25 -30 to become a 
policemen for five years and then become a.
‘‘ r e s e r v e " , t h a t  i s  t o  s a.y  p e o p  1 e  w h o  w e r e  
ready to be called back into police forces" (16). 
Modern i z e r s also ha d t h i n g s to s a. y a bout s t a t e a n d ad m i n i s t r a. t i o n 
af fa. irs. For exampie, abou.t Ke 1 a.n ta.n a.nd Terengganu.« Both sta.tes 
were un der - developsd compa red w i th th e Fed erat ed Ma. 1 ay S tates. 
Therefore, Modernizers fu 11 v su.pported the idea. that Ke 1 a.n ta.n and 
Terengganu. should join FMS, because the advantages to be gained 
by joining were, that both states would get the benefit of expert 
administrators and financial assistance.
‘' t h i s  i s  t h e  r e a s o n  w h y  w e  h o p e  v e r y  s o o n  
it will be heard that Kelantan and Terengganu 
a. r e j o i n i n g t h e F M S 1 (17 ) «
I n order to modern i ze and p repare Ma 1 ays f or the step of f reedorn, 
Modern i zers u.rged governmen t to t ra in Ma 1 ays to be 
a d m i n i s t r a tors „ Mala y s c o u. Id t a k e o v e r t h e j o b f r o m f o r e i g n 
o f f i c e r s w h e n t hey were f u 11y t ra i ned an d c ap ah1e o f do i n g t h e 
j obs „ I n t hi i s way, Modernizers be 1 i eved Ma 1 ay asp i rat i ons cou 1 d 
be achieved more easily. And Modernizers always took Japan and
16. Ibid.
17. Ibid, 13 August, 190S.
143
Tu.rkey as exa.mpies of successfu.I ©ta.tes in th0 w0 r 1 cl (18) „ It wa.s 
i n t h :i. s c 0 n t e x t that t h e y s u g g 0 s 10 d t In a t M a I a y s s h 0 u I d t a k 0 0 v e r 
th0 j 0bs f r0 rn "forei gn 0f f icers". W0 are n0 1 0ur 0 wh0 1 her th0y 
had i n m i n d B r i t i sh 0 f f i c 0 r0 0 r 10w0 r I eve 1 off i c; 0 r 0 - Gey 10n 000, 
I n d i a n , " 8 0 r an i 1 (E u r a 0 i a n ) a n d 0 0 m 0 Chines©. B u t i f w 0 c 0 00! d 0 r
In 0 w f a r t h 0 n a t i 0 n a 1 i 01 rn 0 v 0 m e? n t w a 0 c arried b y ii 0 d 0 r n i z 0 r 0 , w 0 
might have the anewer that the 'foreign officer©' referred to by 
li 0 ci e r n i z 0 r 0 w e r e 01 in e r t h a n B r i t i 0 h 0 f f i c 0 r 0 . It is cie a r t h a t 
n a t i 0 n a I i 0 f n a t t h i 0 01 a g 0 i © 0 n 1 y j u. 01 beginnin g a m 0 n g the
li a 1 a v is, t In 0 u g In t h ere are 0 0 m 0 elem e n 10 0 f ci i 0 0 a t i 0 f a c: t i o n w i t h 
colonialism.
li 0 d e r n i z & r 0 p u. b 1 i s h 0 ci m a n y i t e m 0 0 f n e w 0 a n d a r t i c 100 c 0 n c 0 r n i n g 
f 0r0 ign af fa.ire, 00p0c ia 11 y concerning 0 110man 7u.rkey» For 
0 x amp I e , U tuean He I ayu f r0m 22 F0b rua ry 1912 un t i 1 12 0c 10b 0 r
1912 c0n01an 11 y pub I i 0Inecl a I most 0n t i re i y n0w0 0f the war ancl 
only a few item© of local new©. The reaeon why Malays were very 
anxioue to know how the Turk© were getting on, and wanted to 000 
t h 0 m w i n t In 0 w a r, w a 0 b e c a u. s e of m 0 m b e r 0 h i p 0 f t h e I © 1 a rn i c 
c: 0mmun i t y and p e r hap © a 1 s0 b 0cau00 Ma 1 ay s> r0cogn i z0d t h 0 8u. 11 an
of Turkey a© Caliph (19). Neraca, aleo took an initiative in 
this matter when it suggested that Huslime in Malaya who 
supported the Turks should donate at least one dollar in order to 
hie 1 p tine Turk i0h armed f 0 rc0s to buy weapons and bu 11 e ts (20) „ To
18« A 1 - 1 m a m :L 0 Augus t, 1907»
19 „ l< „ K « K i rn, " S u a 0 a n a P 0 1 i t i k D i T a n a h M e 1 a y u P 0 r a n g D u n i a
K edua", Hal aw© i a 80 j a rah dan Proses Pembanciunan F‘ e r satuan 80 jara h 
Ma 1 ay0 i a , Kua 1 a L..umpur 1982 , cetakan ke t i 9a p . 176»
20» M0hd „ Sar i m H j „ liusta j ab , 11N0raca 19:!. 0 - Jun 1915 F10rnyambung
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t h e li a 1 ays, Neracia s e n t a in e s s a g 0 a s k i n g t h e m t o s hi o w t h 0 i r 
s y m p a t h y  t 0  t h 0  T u . r k s  b y  t h i s  s i g n  o f  s u p p o r 1 „
" s t o p; . k pi a y i n g football for a w In i 10 
b 0 c a u s e our b r o t h srs a r 0 i n s a ci n 0 s s 1 (21).
Soli ci s u. ppor t f r o m ii a 1 a y s t o w a r d s T u r k e y c a n b 0 s 0 0 n i n T 0 1 u k
A n s on (I n t an > , P e r at k „ Neraca i n N o v 0 m b e r 1912 p u b I i s h e d a. r 0 p o r t
t h a t H a 1 a y s a s s 0 m b 1 e d in ii a d r a s a h 1 h saniah am d m -a d 0 a f 0 a s t
asking Sod to bless the Sultan of Turkey and his territory (22).
T h e hi a 1 ay c o m rn unity, e s peci a 11 y i n t o w n s , felt u n r e s t w h e n t hi 0 y 
felt unable to compete with foreign immigrants in the economy. As 
a r 0 s i.i 11 m a n y clubs am d s o c i e ties w e r e f o r m 0 d b y t h 0 l i a 1 a y s „ F' o r
example, " Jamiu 1 Sen i WaI Behr " in Tengkera, and 1 Daru I Akh i r “ i n
B am d a K aba w 0 r 0 for m e ci i n 1910 a n ci 1915 r e s p e c t i v e 1 y (2 3) „
H o w ever, it seems that ii a I a y s w 0 r e still n o t a w ai r e o f t h e
importance of politics and the need to unite to overcome problems 
which existed at this time. This awareness only existed amongst 
town Malays and was only .just at a very beginning stage;. 
T h erefor 0 t he cl u. b s and s o c i e t i 0 s see m n o t m u c h cone e r n e d a b o u t 
political affairs, but were biased towards social purposes. 
Modernizers angrily described all these clubs and societies as 
useless except for social activities such as sport. They believed 
that the clubs should be concerned with political affairs.
Na f as A 1 - 1 mam " , J e m a l  Bud ay a , U « K » M . , J i I .i. «:l 
96.
21. Neraca, 1 J' a n u a r y , 19 :i. 3.
22 „ Mohd Sar i m , op . c i t. , p)» 96 „
23. Ahmat Adam, op.cit., p. 20.
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' n o w in a n y c 1 u. b s w ere fa r m e d a m □ n g lv1 a 1 a y s , 
but onl y f or sport Cperrnainan ) excep t one 
o r t w o fed e r a t .i a n s (p e r s e k u t u a n ) f a r a t h e r 
p u r p a s e s , a n d w e s t i 11 d a n ' t k n a w w h a t i s 
t hi e r e a I r e a s a n w h y i t s m e m b e r s h a v e 
formed them" (24) .
Th :Ls accusat i on m-ade by the iiodernizers was qu..i te st rong , bu. t
t h e r e w as t r u. t h i n w h at the y said if we e x a m i n e II a 1 a y s p o r t i n q 
a c t i v :i. t y „ S p o r t b e c a m e t h e p r .i o r i t y f o r ii a 1 a y s , e s p e c i a 13. y 
f ootba 11 - Many i terns of soccer news were pub .1. i shed in S ingapore 
s i. j. c h a s c o m p e t i t i o n t a b les, r e p o r t s a n d so o n „ F o r e k a rn pie, t h e 
c o m p e t i t i o n table f o r ii a 1 a y a F o o t b a 11 A s s o c i a t i o n was p u fo 1 i s h e d 
as follows (25)»
1. 27 / 2 / 1916  Fathul Munir 11 vs Police.
2« 4 / 3 / 1916 Babul Amari vs Darul Bahr.
3. 5 / 3 / 1916 ~ Straits Indian vs Kota Raja 11.
4. 11 / 3 / 19.1.6 ~ Persenangan Setia 1 vs Fathul 2 a man.
5. 12 / 3 / 1916 ~ Kota Raja 1 vs Fathul Karib 11.
There were ail so news items about football and footballers. Much 
w as p u b 1 i s hi e d o n the T u a. n S y e d 0 rn a r b i n ii o h a. m e d A 1 s a g o f f C u p , 
na.rned a.f ter the president of the Ha. 1 a.ya Pootba. 11 Assoc iat ion 
(26) , Footba 11 beca.me f a.vour i te among the 11 a 1 a.ys who seemed 
o b s e s s e d w i t h i t a 11 t h e t i rn e . F o r e x a m pie, :i. n 1920 ' s Id a ran
24. Utusan Me1ayu- 5 January, 1911.
25. Ibid, 23 February 1916.
2 6. Ibid, Feb rua ry, 1916.
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Zaman pu.b 1 i shed under the sub-head i ng 111 oca 1 news", a desc r i p i i on 
of Malay football as follows,
1' on Saturday and Sunday even i ngs many peop1e 
g o t o t h e f i e 1 d t o w a t c h f o o t b a 11 m a t c h e s ,
some by wa 1 k i ng and sorne by veh i o 1 e " (27)
M a 1 a y e n t h u s i a s m f o r f o o t b a 11 a Iso can b e i 3.1 u. s t r a t e d b y h o w rn a n y
f ootba 11 c 1 ub were f ormed at this t ime „ Among f ootba 11 c 1 u.bs
r e g i s t e r e d w e r e (28).
1« B r i t i s h li a 1 a y a „
2« S i rn p u 1 a n M u. h i b b a h 1.
3 „ S t ra i t s Se111 emen t s ,>
4. Sing ap o re Pe ran a k k an 1.
5. " " 1.1. „
6 „ F a t h u. 1 K a r i b 1.
7. Darul Afiaf.
8 . Persenangan Setia 11.
9. Fat h u. 1 M u. n i r 11.
:L 0» Gey 1 ang club.
to
And in fact, priory(1913, there ware, at least forty football clubs 
in Si n g a p o r e a 1 o n e (2 9) T h e f a c t t h a t if a 1 a y s g a v e s p e c i a 1
pr ior i ty to f ootball was cr i t icised by Modern izers. Thi s
enthusiasm made them seem to forget important matters such as 
politics and the economy at this time.
27. Idaran Zaman„ 10 September, 1925.
28. Utusan lie3.a y u 12 March, 1916.
29„ Meraca, 2 -July, 1913.
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It was the same with the economy where Mai I ays seemed not to care. 
Ma I ays emphas i zed f oo t ba 11, whereas t he Ch i na?se / more wor r i ed 
a b o u t b la s i n e s s a n d a I w a y s s e e k i n g w e a 11 h (3 0) * 11 w a s a r q u. e d t hi a. t
‘' s i.i c h c 1 u b s and p 1 a. y i n g f o o t b a 11 a r e not t h e m a i n w a y t o a d v a. n c: e 
ii a. 1 a y d e v e 1 o p m e n t „ W e t h i n k t h e real w a y i s e d la c a. t :i. on" (31) » 
N e v e r t h e? 1 ess Moderniz e r s c o u Id no t s i m p 1 y r e .j e c t li a 1 a y s o c i a 1 
clubs and societies, because at least they played a. role in 
helping to create Malay awareness by meeting and exchanging ideas 
and, in t i m e , 1 e d t o t h e f o r m a. t ion o f w ell- o r g a. n i s e d ii a 1 a y
po J. i t ica 1 part ies.
tbo.
T his s t r la g g 1 e f o r k M a 1 a v f u. t u. r e o n 1 v e i s t e d w h e n t h e S i n g a pore 
M a 3. a v I j n i o n (S »ii» U ) w a s f o r m e d b y ,En. ii o h d E u. n o s b » A b d u. 11 a h i n 
1926. l-ie was also i-esponsib 1 e for the Utusan Me 1 ayu. newspaper
(3 2 > « Sii. U w a s n o t a p o 1 i t i c a 1 p a r t y i n t h e r e a. 1 s e n s e , b u. t
its struggle shows a strong commitment to issues involving Malay 
we 1 f are, such as educa t i on (33 3 » □ t her g roups sa. i d t ha t amon g t he 
purposess of S.li.LJ were (34) „
a. to encourage all members; to be active in state administration,
b « to deve 1 op the posi t ian of Ma 1 ays in educat ion , .inc 1 uding
h i g h e r 1e a rni n g and tec h n i c a 1 ed uca t i o n .
c » t o s t r u g g 3. e f o r t h e r i g h t s a n d f r e e d o m o f M a lays b y m a k i n g a n
30. See the chapter on the economy.
31. lit las an Me 1 ayu, 5 January, 1911.
321. See chapter three.
33« Zu 1 k i f I i Mahmud , op „ c .i t „ , p . :l. 11..
■3 4. See W „ E „ E o f f, op. c i t. , pp. 191-19 7.
app .1. i c a t i o n ta the gavernmen t on thes0 i 55u.es,
The f orrnat ion of the S „ !i» U wh i ch had d i f f er0n t pu.rposes f rom 
p rev i ous MaI ay cIub s and societies was t o h 0 an i n s p i ra ti on f o r 
the li a 1 a y s to t a k e pant in politics, t h o u. g h i t w a s rn o d e r a t e i n 
t h 0 f i r s t place. ' i" hi e imp o r t a n c e of S.M.U. w a s r 0 f 1 e c t e d w h 0 n 
Idaran Z aim an 0 n c o u r a q e d ii a 1 a y s to f o 11 o w a n d f o r m a. n o t h 0 r u. n i o n , 
or branch of S. li. U , in the P0n insu. 1 a ,
"we hope in every nook and corner of the 
P 0 n i n s u 1 a w i 13. e i s t b r a n c h 0 s o f t h 0 u ri i o n 
CS.ii.U) and the committee members in 
8 i n 9 a pore hope to in v o 1 v e .-all Mai a y h e a d s 
an d r ep r ese n t a t i v e s f r om t h e Penin su. I a i n 
order to get agreement for the spread of 
w e 1 f a r e rn e a s u. r e s '1 < 3 5) „
A f t e r t h e f o r m a t i o n of 8 „ li „ U , rn a n y M a 1 a y S t a t e A s s o c i a t i o ri w e r e 
f ormed by Ma 3. ays espec i a 11 y af t er 1930 ' is» Amang t hese 
associations were Selangor lialav Association, Pahang, Megeri 
8 e m b i 1 a n , P e ri a n g A s s o c i a t i o n a n cl s o on. T h e n e x t i m p o r t a n t s t e p 
a f t e r the f o r rn a t i o n o f M a 1 a y State A s si- oc i a t i o ri w a s t h e M a 1 a y
Y o u t h U n i o n (ii „ Y « U ) i n 1938 3. e d b y I b r a h i m H j „ Y a c o b . Ii „ Y » U w a s
the f i rst po 3. i t i ca 1 par ty i n the rea3. sense, because i ts
rn e in b e r s h i p w -a s o p e n t h r o u. g h o u. t li a 1 a y a a n d i t s t r u g g 1 e d f o r a 1 1
lia 1 ays«
Beside c r i t i c :i. s i ri g M a 1 a y s i ri g e n e r a 3., li o cl e r n i z e r s a 3. s o d i d n o t
f orget to c r i t i c ise the Ma 1 ay aristoc rats, that i is to say the
35„ Idaran Zaman, 11 8eptember, 1926„
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Sultans, noblemen and all the ruling class who administered the 
c o u n t r y . T h e y d i d n o t c a r r y o u t t h e i r r e s pons i b i J. i t i e s c o r r e c 1 1 y 
and caused Malay backwardness» A 1— Imam wanted to
“ as k our Raj as o r Suit ans an d n ob1emen, and 
r i ch men to carry out the i r respons i b i 1 i t i es 
for 4K<tfr co m m u. n i t y " (36),
A f t e r t h e B r i t i sh a rri va 1, t he Ma1ay ruling class's p os i t i on was 
not disturbed- Aristocrats were absorbed into the new bureaucracy 
and acted as mediators between the qovernment and the M a 1ay 
commu.n .i. ty» There were accused of i r respons ib i 1 i ty, they d i d no t 
w o r k. to i m p r o v e M a 1 ay conditions, b u t m a d e t h e m w o r s e b y 
e x p 1 o :i. t i n g t hi e i r p e o p 1 e m o r e t h a n t h e c o 1 o n i a 1 p o w e r d i d »
1 o u i-' n o b 1 e m e n w e n t f u r t h e r t h a n the e ;c p 1 o i t e r s 
and the subject class; suffered" (37).
Furthermore, Modern i zers c r i t ic :i. sed Ma 1 ay nob 1 emen f or neg 1 ec t ing 
Ma1ay we 1 fare. They d id not care to bring foenef its for the M a 1ays 
(3 8 ) . T hi i s i r r e s p o n s i b 1 e a 11 i t u d e c a u s e d M a 1 a y s t o f a 11 b e h i n d , 
an d fail t o d evelop p o 1i t ic a 1 awareness» Ma 1ay n ob1emen j us t t oo k 
care of thei r own af f ai rs wi thout considering the impac t on the 
M a 1 a y s » T h e i r n e g a t i v e a 11 i t u d e b e c a m e w o r s e w h e n t h e y 
enqaqed i n cor rup t i on (39 > » Th i s i r respons i b 1 e action becorne very
36. A 1-1mam, 17 September, 1906.
37. Ibid, 9 S e p t e m b e r, 1907»
38. I b i d , 4 F e b r u a r y , 1908.
39. I b i d , 2 5 N o v e m b e r , 1908.
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o b v i o u s a m □ n g t h 0 m „ T h e y 1 i v 0 d i n w 0 a. 11 h , t h 0 r 0 f o r 0 t h 0 y f o r g o t 
to ca.r ry 0u.t th0 i r r0spons ib i I i ty to i mp rav0 thi0 lia 1 ay pos i t i on . 
It was important for thorn only to havs money (40).
hi a lay S u. 11 a n s also could not e s c a p 0 f r o m c r i t i c i s rn b y 
li o d e r n i z e r s « li o d 0 r n i z 0 r s c r i t i d s  0 d li a I a y Suit a n s f o r a 1 w a y s 
making wrong dec i s i. oris and not giving priority to Malay 
dsve1opmen t» For example, the suggestion made by the Sultan of 
Perak to donate a warship for the British government in the Malay 
S t a 10 s g o v 0 r n m e n t c a u. n c i 1 m 0 e ting w a s c r i t i c: i s e d h y t h 0
Modernizers as wasteful, and many other things should be dons
f i rst s
" th0 n0eds of the sub jec t c 1ass shou1d b0 g i v0n 
p r i o r i t y , sue h as ed uc a t io n « Alt h oug h g i v i n g a
present is good, it should be done after basic 
needs have b00n m01 oth0rwise i t cannot be said 
to be welfare" (41).
According to the Modernizers, the subject class could do nothing 
to chaxnge or attack Ma 1 axy ruling c 1 axss. Th0y cou 1 d prevent 
attacks and protect themselves, because they had power and money 
(4 2) . H o w e v e r, i f w e loo k ax t t h e? M a I a y com m unit y , the y ax 1 r 0 a d y 
lagged fo 0 h i n d i n e v 0 r y a s p e c t a n d w 0 r 0 f a r f r o m h a v i n g p o 1 i t i c a 1 
axwareness, espec ially those who 1 ived in the vi 11 ages„ The Max 1 ay 
r u ling cl a s s on t h e other-' h a n d , i r r e s p o n s i b I y 1 i v e d i n w 0 a 11 h a n d
40. Ibid..
41 „ LJt us an lie I ayu, 12 N o v e m b e r, 1912.
42. A 1-1mam, 25 November, 1908„
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see in e d u n a w a. r e t h at t h e y w e r e u s e d by t h e B r i t i s h t o e s t a b I i s h
U3 as
their power. The question now/xhow to solve the Malay problem and 
b y w h o m ?. M o d e r n i z e r s s u. g g e s t e d a m o n g t hi e w a y s o f s o 1 v i n g t h e 
problem was to introduce history education. The importance of 
h i s t o r y c o u 1 d b e a g u i d e a n d 1 e s s o n f o r M a 1 a y s t o g e t h e r w i t hi 
^ M a 1ay ru1ing c 1ass in working together „
"from history could be taken lessons and it 
could be a guide for the future" (43)»
I n add .i t ion , Modern i zers a. 1 so urged people to 1 earn 1 s 1 am ic 
h i s t o r y , e s p e c i a 11 y t h e r u 1 i n g c 1 a s s , a n d m a k e u s e of it for- t hi e 
benefit of Malays. They could learn how the prophet Muhammad and 
his successors spread the Islamic religion and established an 
I s 1 a m i c e m p i r e , for ins t a nee. T h e i m p o rtance o f I s I a m i c h i s t o r y 
waxs t ha t i t cou. I d be at good gu i de espec i a 11 y f or Ma I axy ru 1 i ng 
ar istocrats in car-'ry ing out admin istrat ion . This was st ressed 
a g ax i n b y M o d e r n i z e r s a s f o 11 o w s ?
1' f r o m h i s t o r y R ax j at s a n d a r i s t o c r a t s w h o w e r e 
i nd i f f eren t to c i vi 1 i zat ion and who rxeg 1 ec: teci 
t o p r o v i d e fo e n e f .i t f o r t h e i r c a m rn u n i t y c o u. 1 d 
take a 1esson" (44)„
1 n c r .i t i c i s i n g a 11 g r o u p s , l i o d e r n i z e r s d i d n o t f o r g e t t o
axe know I edge what had been done for the benefit of hi ax 1 ay ax and the
ii a 1 a y c o m m u nit y g e n e r a 11 y . F o r e >; a rn p 1 e „ t h e c o 1 o n i ax 1 p o w e r
43. Ibid, 23 July, 1906.
4 4» Ibid, 4 F e b r u at r y , 1908.
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in troclu.ced a new transportat ion system anci a new commerc i a 1
economy, and so on.
"we have not denied what they have done" (45).
A b o u t hi a 1 a y at s p i r a t i o n t o s e e k f r e e d o m a n d t h e h o p e s f o r J a p a n e s e 
axesistance, Utusan hie 1 ayu. published its belief that Japan was not 
r e a d y t o h e 1 p a n d g i v e suppo r t t o the hi a 1 a y s . 11 p r e s ented
s e v e r at 1 reas o n w h y J a p a n w o u 1 d r e f u s e t o d o t h a t« A m o n g t h e 
reason weres (46)„
at. geographical f axe tor - Malay a far from Japan,
b. Japan would have to spend much money.
c . J a p a n did n ' t w at nt to b r e ax k h e r r e 1 a t i o n s w i t h o t h e r p o w e r s , 
p a r tic u 1 a r 1 y Ei r i t a. i n , a s a r e s u 11 o f w h i c hi she was r e c o g n i z e d a s 
t h e A s i a n p o w e r „
At the samex t i mex , Moclern i zers seemexd to I i ke the Br i t i sh
administration and to have considerable confidence in it. This 
e a n be i 11 u s t r a t e d by t h e f a c t t h a t t h ex v w e r e b I at m e d b y o n e hi a 1 a y 
t e a c h e r (E n « A hi m a d b . A m b a k ) w h o t a u g h t li a I a. y 1 a n g u a g e i n J a p a n . 
He made at speech to attack the batdness of British admin i st rax t ion. 
In his speech, he also hoped that Japan would give? assistance to 
t h e M ax 1 a y s . H o w ex v e r, Utusan Me? 1 ayu ax c c u s e d E n . Ah rn a d o f b e i n g a n 
u n g r ax t e f u 1 p e r s on, and a r g u e d t h a t J a p ax n w o u 1 d not f a i t h f u 11 y 
help.
" y o u f o ! -• g e t t h e B r i t i s h g o o d n e s s (t ax k
k e n a n g b u d i ) i f B r i t i s h d i d n o t h e 1 p h o w
4 5 „ I b id, 17 S e p t e? rn b e r , 1906.
4-6 „ Utusan Mel ayu, 28 J'axnuary, 1913«
could you be a teacher in Japan?. And Japan 
wou 1 d on 1 y come t o Ma 1 aya t o see k p r of i t 
not to he 1p " (47)»
N o w , i f w e rn a k e a n a n a I y sis f r o m the be q i n n :i. n q t h e r e i s a 
cont rad ict ion in the pr i n c i p 1 e s of the hiodern i z(ars„ In thie f i rst 
p 1 a c e , the y w e r e a w a r e o f c o 1 o n i a 1 i s m a n d e x p r e s s e d s a d n e s s and 
c r i t i c i s m o f i t» T h e y d i s c u s s e d m u c h a b o u. t f r e e d o m , a n d s h o w e d 
t h e i r d esire t o s e e li a 1 a y s b e c o rn e a m od e rn , d e v e 1 o p e d a n d 
independen t c o m m u. n i t y . T h e y a I s o c r i t i c i s e d the hi a 1 a y c o m m u nit y , 
hiowever , f or i ts 1 ac k of interest i n po 1 i t i c s , and wast i nq t ime 
by pi a y i n g f o o t b all. T h e y also did not f o r g e t t o c r i t i c i s e ii a 1 a y 
r u 1 i n g c 1 ass, b ec ause it did not t a k e a r esp on s i b 1 e a 11 i t u.d e t o 
d e v e 1 o p t h e li a 1 a y c o m m l i  n i t y . 0  n t h e o t h e r h a n d , li ode r n izer s
seemed to like aspects of colonialism. Although there was some 
n a t .i o n a 1 c o n s o i o u. s n ess, ii o d e rn i z e r s r e a 1 i s e d t hi a t li a 1 a y s w e r e 
still not ready to accept fundamental changes especially in 
p o 1i t i c s „ They were not confi d en t t o se t up se1f g ove rn men t, an d 
also not ready to accept independence if the British were to give 
.i t t o the li a 1 a y s , b e c a u s e t h e y w e r e n o t c o n f i d e n t e n o u g h t h a t t h e 
hi a 3. a y t r a d i t i o n a 1 r u ling cl a s s w o u Id be a b 1 e t o a d m i n i s t e r i n t h e 
c o r r e c t w a y (4 8 ) . ii a r e o v e r , t hi e ii a 1 a y r u 1 i n g c 1 a s s w a s a Iso h a p p y 
to accep t Br i t i sh admin i st rat i on , espec ia11y af ter the Bri t i sh 
succeeded in restoring order in the lialay States. As a matter of 
f a c t, t h e 14 a 1 a y r u 1 i n g class i n c I u d i n g R a j a s a n d S u 11 a n si < t hi o u g h
47« Ibid, 21 Jun e , 1913..
48 „ Ab d u 11 ah H j . Jaa f a r, op ,cit. , p. 90..
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n o t all), w a n t e d t i"'i e B r 11 i s h a s a p r o 10 c t o r i n t h e li a 1 a y S t a t e s . 
F:r o r e x a m pie, R a j a A b d u. 11 a h o f F:‘ 0 r a k sen t a 1 e 110 r t o S i n q a p o r e a t 
the end 0 f :L873 seek ing 15r .i t :i.sh ass istanc0 to i mp r0v0 conditions» 
And he added?
"if a 13. these dissensions are brou.9h t 10 an end , 
and the country is restored to peace, we and our 
great men des i re to set 11e under the she11eri n9 
p r0 1 ec t i on of t he British f 1a g " (49> «
T h 0 lac k of conf i d e n c 0 o f t h e ii o d e r nize r s t o w a r d s t h e M a 1 a y 
r u. 1 i n 9 c 1 a s s a Iso c a n be seen in the w a y t h e ii a. 1 a. y r u 1 i n 9 c 1 a s s 
behaved» This was described as?
1 a 11 h o u. 9 h t h & a d m i n i s t r a t i o n w a s i n t h e h a. n d s 
o f t h e B r i t i s h , ii a. 1 a. y S u 11 a. n s s t i 11 c a n t a k e 
a c t i o n t o p r o t e c t ii a 1 a y s a n d t a k e c a r e a b o u t 
t h e s .i t u a t .i. o n i n t h e li a 1 a y S t a t e s . B u t s a. d 1 y 
there is no .in i t iat i ve foy Ma 1 ay Sultans to 
deve 1 o p li a 1 a. y s o c i e t y . T h e y s p e n«:! t h e i r t i m e 
in enjoyments, gambling, keeping mistresses and 
recei ve thei r mon th 1 y a. 11 owance1 (50> »
Such a11 i tudes towa.rds co 1 on ia 1 administ ra.t i on ac tua. 11 y ex i sted 
until after the 1930's when Malays started to discuss politics 
more ser i d u e  1 y » This s i t ua t i on ex i s t ed was common a.mon 9 
aristocrats even amongst some of the educated ones„ For example,
49. R. Emerson, A Study in D 1 rect and Ind 1 rect 17 u 1 e Macmillan, 
M e w ¥ o r k 1937, p » :i. 19»
‘50. Abdul Latiff Abu Dakar, 1 shak I j j Muhamad s F'eriu 1 i s dan Ah 11
F'o 1 i t i k Sen inqqa 1948, U n :i. v e r s i t y o f li a 1 a. y a P r e s s , l< u a 1 a L u m p u r
1976, p. 78.
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in t h e s p e e c h rn a cl e b y T e n g k u Ismail con c 0 r n i n g the p u. r pose o r
f unction of the organ i 2at ion proposa 1, h0 saici
" that no people in the world are as just and
modest in their rule as the British are, and
we must indeed be thankful that we live under 
thei r p rotec tion" (51),
Lac k of cori f i dence concern i rig se 1 f governmen t con t inuecl un 1 ess 
Ma 1 ays were f i rst prepared f or i t „ Utusan Me 1 ayu dec: I arecl 
" a 1 though we h ave severax 1 educa t ed p r i nces such as Ra j a Chu 1 an 
a ri ci R a j a T ax u f i k a n d o t h e r s , b u t t o g o v ern o u r selves t h a t i s n o t 
enough, and because of that Malays should realise the importance 
o f e d u c a t i on" (5 2) „ M ax 1 a y s s h o u. I d t a u g h t a b o u t t h e i r e cl u. c a t i o n , 
and if necessary it should be extended or changed in order to 
ach i eve the i r asp i rat i ons (53), At last Moclernizers reax 1 i secl t he 
f ax c t s o f t h e li at 1 a y s i t u a t i o n , a n cl t h e r e f ore u r g e d t h e M a 1 a y 
community to be ready to develop educaxtiori and the economy on the 
basis of Is 1 am as the vi ta 1 step towards f reedom axnd 
j. n d e p e n d e n c e »
51, W * R „ R o f f , " T h e P e r s ax t u a n M e 1 a y u S e 1 a n q o r s A n E ax r 1 y M a I a y
P o 1 i t .i c ax 1 Assoc i a t i on'1, JSEAH , Wo » 1 „ Ii a. r eh, 19 6S , p . 125 „
52.. Utusan lie 1 ayu, 29 November, 1913.
53, Ibid,
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Summary and Conclusion,
Our chapters have made it clear that Modernizers were very active 
in expressing their reform ideas after they became aware of the 
w e a k n ess of t h e p o s i t i o n o f li a 1 a v s , A 11 t hi e r e f o r m i d e a s w e r e 
channe 1 ed through 1 ooa 1 med ia in the f orm of cr i t ic ism, 
s u g g e s t i o n s a n d s o m e t i m e s e v e n s a t i r e »
The ref orm ideas deve Ioped by the liodern i zers i n vo 1 ved a 11 
a s p e c t s o f Ii a 1 a. y life s u c h a s r e 1 i g ion, t h e e c o n o m y , e id u c -a t i o n 
a.nd po 1 i t ics. However, according to the Iiodern i zers, the 
r e 1 i g i o u s f a c t o r w a s t h e o n e vital c a u s e o f li a 1 a y b a c k w a r cl n e s s , 
li a 1 a y s m i s u n cl e r s t o o d t h e r e a I p r i n c i p 1 e s o f I s 1 a m i c t e a c ri i n g » 
R e 1 i g i o n disc: o u r a g e d li a 1 a y s f r o m w o r k i ri g h a r cl in d a i 1 y 1 i f e , T h e y 
believed the world was only a temporary abode which gave an 
op p o r t un i t y t o p repare f o r a permanent p 1 ac e i ri t h e n e x t wo r 1 d , 
Th e ref ore, p eop 1 e shi ou 1 d no t work hard i n th i s wo r 1 d b ecause i t 
wouid be 1 eft behincl,
I n a d cl i t ion, t h e y a 1 s o b e 1 i e v e d t h a t t h e i r d e s t i ri y w a s f i x e cl
b y G o d » A s a r e s u 11, t h e y s h o w e d 1 e s s i n i t i a t i v e , T h e y w e r e 
s i rn p 1 y s a t i s f i e d b y w h a t e v e r conditions t h e y h a cl, a n d r e f u s e d t o 
improve them because they believed that it was not for them to 
c h a ri g e t h i n g s , T his m i s u n ci e r s t a n d i n g of Is 1 a m i c p r i n c i p 1 e s a m o n g 
t h e li a 1 a y s w a s c r i t i c i s e d b y t h e hi odernizers ex s “ b 1 i n d
acceptance". li a 1 a y s s i rn p 1 y r e c e i v ex ci w hi a t e v e r i ri s t r u c t i o n w ax s
g i v e n t o t h e m b y r e 1 .i g :i. o u s ax u t h o r .i t .i e s a n cl r e 1 .i q i o u s t e a c h e r s w h o 
w e r e blamed b y t h e li o d e r n i z e r s f o r t hi e m i s u ri d e r s t a n c:i i n g s a b o u t 
Islamic r e 1 i g i o n a m o ri g t hi e li a 1 ax y s , hi o ci e r n i z e r s u r g e d t h e m t o
i rnp r o ve t hi e s i t ua t i on an d wo r k hi a r ci as 1 on g axs t hi ey d i d n o t
o p p o s e t h e l< o r a n a n cl “HI a cl J. t h 11- A 11 t h e m i s t a k e s b h o u 1 cl be 
f o r q o 11 e n a n d 1 e f t b e ri i n cl, b u. t u. n f o r t u n a t e I y r e f o r m i d e a s
c o n t i n u e cl t o b e t r e a t e d w i t h h o b t i 1 i t y b y t h e C o n b e r v a t i v e b »
C o n f 1 i c t b e t w e e n b o t h g r o u. p s bee a rn e s e r i o u. s , especial 1 y a f t e r t h e 
1920's »
l-l o w e v e r, M o d e r n i z e r s r e a 1 :i. s e d t h a t li a 1 a y s 1 a c k e cl a cl e q u a t e
e d u. c a t ion. W i t Ii o u. t e ;-;cep t i o n li a 1 a y s , i ri c 1 u d i n g r e 1 i g i o u s t e a c h e r s
a ri d a u t h o r i t i e s , w e r e poo r 1 y e d u. c a t e cl o r not e d u cated a t a 1 1. 11
was no wonder t ha t Ma 3. ays m i su.nderstood I s I am i c p r i ric i p 1 e s » 
Because of the importance of education for Malays, Modernizers 
urged triem to i mprove thei r educat ion in order to deve 1 op the 
Malay community. The weakness of Malay education had been located 
b y M o d e r n i z e r s i n t h e 1 i m i t e d n u m b e r o f sch o o 1 s a ri d i n 1 o w 
standards. There was much criticism of the restricted curriculum. 
T h e p r o b 1 e m w a s m a ci e w o r s e b y t h e a 11 i t u d e o f li a 1 a y p a r e n t s , 
g e? ri e i" a 1 p o v e r t y a n d t h e role p 1 a v e cl b y C o n s e r v a t i v e s . M u c !•i 
cri t i c i sm had been ekpressed by the Moderni zers about the 1i m i ted 
p 1 a c e s a t w h i c h M a 1 ay ch i 1 cl ren c o u 3. d b e a cl u c a t e cl „ T h i s s t r o n g 
c r i t i c i s m w a s cl i r ected a t t h e g o v e r n m e ri t , a ri d t h e M a 1 a y S u 11 a n s 
and aristocrats. They were accused of being negligent arid 
.i r r e s p o ri s i b 3. e to w a r d s M a 1 a y education, ii o s 13. y t h e g o v e r n m e n t w a s 
u rg ed t o ass i s t b y building mo re schools, esp ec i a 11y i n t he 
v i 11 ages. The conceri t rat ion on bu i 1 ci i ng schoo 1 s i n the towns 
h i ri cl e r ed Ma lays from seri d i n g t h e i r c h i 1 cl ren t o sc h ool, b ec ause o f 
a 1 a c k o f t r a n s p o r t a ri d p o v e r t y . Besides t l i e g o v e r n m e n t , M a 3. a y 
S u 11 ans, a r i s t o c: r a t s and r i ch me ri w e r e a 3. s o e ri c o u r a g e cl t o h e 1 p !:> y 
making contributions for Malay education.
1 5 8
F a r t h e M a d erniz e rs, w h a t w a s m o s t i rn p a r t a n t a b o u. t ii a I a y 
education was the curriculum. They considered that the curriculum 
on offer in the Malay schools was very limited* It aimed at 
1 i 111 e mo re t han j us t mak i ng ch i 1 d ren k n ow hiow t o r ead and wr i t e , 
1 n r e 1 i g .i. o u s s c h o o 1 s , o n t h e o t h e r h a n d , t h e e m p h a s i s w a s m o r e o n 
r e 1 i g i o u s m a 11 e r s r a t h e r t h a n m o d e r n (s e c u. 1 a r) e d u c a t i o n * T h e 
r e s u 11 w a s t h a t M a 1 a y s c h o o 1 1 e a v e r s h a d d i f f i c u 11 i e s i n f i n d i n g 
j ob s comp a r ed w i t h those who c a me fro m t h e E n g 1 i sri sc h o o 1 s „ 
Governmen t was accused of being insiricere in i ts a11 i tude to 
M a 1 a y e d u c a t i o n , a n d it w a s c 1 a i m e d t ii a t t h e a i m of the 
gov e r n m e n t e d u c a t i o n s y s t e rn w a s t o m a k e t h e m b e 11 e r p e a s a n t s 
r a t h e r t h a ri t o p r e p a r e t hem f o r a 11 e r n a t i v e j o b s . T h e r e f o r e , 
ii o d e r ri i z e r s u r g e d g o v e r nment to show since r i t y t o w a r d s ii a 1 a y 
ed ucation by b u i 1 d i rig mo re school s , i mp rovi ri g t he cur-r i cu 1 um and 
t e a c h i n g q u a 1 i t y a n d s o o n .
Mowever, the iiodernizers a 1 so d id not f orget to cr i t icise the 
attitude of Malay parents who refused to send their children to 
school. 8uch parents wan ted the i r ch i 1 dreri to wor k in the p>ad i
f i e 1 d s a n d h e 1 p i n g t h e i r rn o t h e r i n t h e k itch e n r a t h e r t h a n
spending much time in school* Moreover, they believed that Mai aw
J .
parents minds were corruepted by the Conservatives*
Coriser va t i ves, on t he o t h er hand, argued t ha t c h i 1 ci r en wou 1 d
become less pi o u s a n d e v e n c h a n g e t h e i r r e 1 i g i o n a. n d b e c o m e
Christians if they went to Eng 1 ish sciioo 1 s , as a\ resu 11 of the 
inf 1 uerice^T around them* However, in th is respec t iiocierri i zers d id 
riot only express strong criticism, they ail so knew their 
r e s p o ri s i h i 1 i t y t o w a r d s M a 1 a y e d u c a t i o n * ii at n y c o n t r i b u t ions w e r e
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as
in a d 0 to y t h e lvi o d e r n i z e r s . A m o n q t h 0 rn o s t i in p 0 r t a n t w ere t h 0 
s01 ting up of th0 mod0rn r01 ig iou.s school, in 10rms of tou.:i. 1 d ings 
and curriculum* For okampI0 , the formation of Madrasah A I---Iqbal 
in Singapore in 1907. Strong initiative towards the development 
o f M a 1 a y 0 d u. c a t i o n w a s s h o w n to y t h e M o d 0 r n i z e r s w i t I i t h 0 to u. i 1 d i n g 
o f s u c h historic i n s t i t u. t i o n s f o r M a 1 ays, a s t h 0 M a I a y C o 11 e g e o f 
Kuala Kangsar (iiCKK) in 1905 and Sultan Idris Training College 
(MRSI) in 1922. Both institutions later on succeeded in producing 
Malay nationalists who continued the work started toy the 
M odernizers„ Ih oug h t h ey wer0 d i f f e ren t i n i d0o 1og i es, t h 0 i r a i ms 
were the same - independence.
Anoth0r in terest ing i ssue to th0 Moderni zers was the
economy. They were aware that Malays were in poverty, especially
peasants. The majority of them were engaged in an unbeneficial
sector, namely subsistence farming. The reasons for Mat lay p o v e r 'ey
and how it might be overcome were discu.ssed in depth tov the
li o d e r n i z e r s « T h e y to e 1 i e v e d t h a t t h e f a c t t h a t M a I a y s s t ill s t a y e d
a t t h e s a m e I e v el and we r e u n a to 1 e to imp r o v e t h e i r c o n d i t i o n w a a;
a ref 1 ect ion of governmient po 1 icy. Ma 1 ays were not invo 1 ved in
t h e new c omme rc i aI economy. CoIon ia1 p o 1i c y was t o en c ourage the
inflow of foreign labour to meet requirements in the tin and
rubber sectors. It seemed that the colonial power preferred
M a 1 a y s t o c o n t i n u e t h e i r t r a d i t i o n a 1 j o to s « I n o t h e r w o r d s , M a 1 a y s
were asked to ac t as supp 1 ie?rs f or 1 <3.. 1 arge and g row i ng ;
.for(ft,
c 7 f o r e i g n I a to o u r/K« H o w e v e r, this asp i r a t ion f a i I e d . B e c a u s e o f
thee "cheap import policy" - rice could toe found cheaper Tvy
T hailand an d Bu rma»
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T h e i n f 1 o w a f 1 a r g e n u. m b e r s o f i m m i g r a n t s w a s s t r o n g 1 y c r i t i e i s e cl 
b y t h e M o d e r n i z e r s who a c e u. s e d them o f se i z i n g t h e w e a J. t h i n 
li a 1 a y a „ li a 1 a y s b e c a m e r e s 1 1 e s s w h e n i m m i g r a nts b e c: a rn e t h e 
m a .j o r i t y , e s p e c i a 11 y i n t h e F e d e r a t e d li a 1 a y S t a t e s a n cl S t r a i t s 
Settlements. The unrest of Malays come to a climax when they 
u nable to c omp et e w i t h t he i mmi grants, esp eci a 11y w i t h t h e 
Chines e „ T h e s e r ious i m p 1 i c a t i o n , f o r the ii a 1 a y s , o f t h e n e w 
cornmerc i a 1 ecoriomy anci recru i tment of f ore i gri 1 abour was to be 
seen in the alienation of Malay lands. Malays often lost their 
I and because they were unable to pay debts to (7he 11 i ars (money 
1enders). They then sold because they were a11 rac ted by the h igh 
price offered by the entrepreneurs for the new rubber plantations 
a n d t i n - m .i. n e s . S t rang criticism c am e f r o m t h e ii o d e r n i z e r s a n d 
from government officers about the extent of Malay alienation and 
t hi s forced t he g ove rn ment t o p ass the Ma1ay Rese rva t i on 
En ac t men t i n 1913 an cl rev i se it 1 a t e r i n 1932.
C o m p a r e d w i t h o t h e r a s p e c t s , p o I i t i c s a s s u c h w a s v e r y 
1 i 111 e cl i s c: u s s e cl b y t h e M ode r n i z e r s . Ho w e v e r, t his d o e s n o t m e a n 
t h a t M o d e r nize r s 3. a c k e d a n y p o 1 i t .i. c a I c o n s c i o u s n e s s . T ii e y w e r e 
we 11 aware of the coIon ia 1 system in the Ma 1 ay Pen irisu 1 a , and 
even throughout the M a 1ay Arch i pe1ago„ They exp ressed the i r 
s a d ri ess about c o I o n i a 1 i s m , a ri d w a ri t e d t o s e e li a I a y s bee o rn e a n 
i n d e pendent, d e v e 1 o p i n g a n d r e s p e c: t e d r a c e „ T h e a 11 r a c t i o n o f 
freedom increased further when they saw nationalist movements in 
o t her coun t ries .i n As i a „ 1 n orcier t o ac ii :i. eve t iie :i. r asp i ra t i ons,
t h e y h oped Jap a n w o u I d gave a s sis t a n c e , e s p e c i a 11 y a f t e r t ii e y s a w 
t ii e J a p a n e s e s u. c c e e d :i. ri d e f e a t i n g C h i ri a a ri cl, m o r e s i g ri i f i c a n t ,
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R u s s i a i n 19 0 5. C o 1 o n i a I o r E u r o p e a n p o w e r s w e r e n o long e r 
unbeatable. However, though there were some elements of freedom 
always taught by the Modernizers, they realized that the time was 
not ripe. Malays had to be prepared first before they would be 
r e a d y t o t a 1 k a b o u t a n d r e c e i v e f r e e d o m a n d i n d e p e n d e n c e »
How cou1d MaIays set up se1f government, if they were poor1y 
ed uc a t ed , b ac k ward i n ec onom i c 1i f e and had neg a t i ve a 11 i t udes 
towards the world caused by the misunderstanding in Islamic 
p r i n c i p 1 e s ?. M a 1 a y s u 3. t a n s a n d -a r i s t o c r a t s a 1 s o c o u I d not esc a p e 
f r o m s t r o ng cr i t i c ism b ecause their p os i t i on c aused p rob1ems on 
t h e p a t h t o s e 1 f g o v e r n m e n t. 1“ In e a 11 i t u d e s o f M a 1 a. y Suit a n s and
ar i stocrats caused Modernizers to 1ose con f i dence i n the M a 1ay 
r u ling c 1 ass. T h e y d i d n o t b e 1 i e v e t h a t t li e r u 1 e r s c o u 1 d h a n d 1 e 
their responsibilities in the proper way. They were accused of 
i ri d i f f e r e n c e t o w a r d s t h e w e 3. f a r to o f M a 1 a y s w h i 1 e t h e y t h e m s e I v e s 
1 i v e d i ri w e a 11 h » M o r e o v e r, c o 1 o n i a 1 p o 1 i c y p r e s e r v e d t h e M a 1 a y 
S u 11 a n s a n d a b s o r b e d a r i s t o c r a t s i n t o t li e n e w b u r e a u c r a c y » T h i s 
m a d e t h e m f e 11 h a p p y u n d e r c o 1 o ri i a 1 p r o t e c t i o n , b e c a u s e i t s e e m e d 
t ha. t t h e i r pos i t i on and r i gh t s wer e un t ouc h ed by t h e co 1 on i a 1 
powe r.
T h e r e f o r m m o v e m e n t i n p o 1 i t i c s a 1 s o c a ri b e i 11 u s t r a t e d b y 
p u b 1 i c a t i o n s r e 1 a t i n g t o f o r e i g n a ri d 1 o c a 1 a f f a i r s . M a n y i t e m s o f 
w a r i n v o 1 v i n g T u r k e y w e r e p u b 1 i s h e d » T h i s i s b e c a u s e o f 111 e 
con n e c t i o n b e t w e e n T u r k e y a n d M u s 1 i m s w h o rec: o g ri i z e d t h e S u 3. t a n 
of Turkey as thei r ca3. iph . In 1 oca 1 af fai rs, they urcied the 
governmen t to recru i t mar-e Ma 1 ays iri to tlie army and po I :i.ce 
f orces» In a d m i ri i s t r a t i o n , v e r y f e w M a I a y s w e r e e m p 1 o y e d „ 11 w a s
cl a m i n a t e id b y i m m i q r a n t s m  o s 11 y I n d i a n s a n d s o m e C h :i. n e s e « "I" hi e
hiociern i zers rea 3. i sed t h® i mpor t ance of i mp rov i ng t h i s sit u.a t i on 
i f hi at 3. a y s w e r ® t o a c h :i. e v e t hi e i r a s p :i. r a t i o n s T  h e r e f o r e, t h e y 
u r q e d t h e go v ernment to t r a in more hi a lavs as ad m i n i s t r a t o r s b y 
taking them an -as admin i strat .i ve trainees. Modernizers also
suggested that the government should employ them when they were 
f u 11 y t ra i ned , and rep 1 ace f oi-e i gn o f f i eers. As f o r thie
immigrants, Malays were not only worried about their success in 
the econo rn y , b u t t h e y a 1 s o c o u 3. d e n ci a n g e r hi a 1 a y s i f t h e y
succeeded in politics. The Modernizers wanted to prevent this
happening.
H o w e v e r , i t m i g h t be a r g u e ci t h a t t h e r e for rn m o v e m e n t d e v e 1 o p e d b y
Modernizers was too simple, moderate and showed no real sign of
nationalism. Their movement failed to create the feeling of
n a t i o n a 1 i s m a n d f a r f r o m t h r e a t e n e d t h e c o 1 o n i a 1 p o s .i t i o n . 1 f w e
t u r n b a. c: k a n cl o b s e r v e t h e h :i. s t o r y o f t h e hi a 1 a y s t r u g g 1 e , w e w a u 1 d 
a c c e p t t h e s u g g e s t i o n t h a t t h e c o 1 o n i a. 1 p o w e r n e v e r f e 11 
threatened by Malays. Other than the controversial uprisings 
wh i ch we ha.ve discusseci ear 3. ier, there was no rea 1 an t i -co 1 on i a 1 
m ovement c a r r i ed o n b y t h e hi a 1 a y s w h i c: h c: o u 1 d t h r e a t e n t h e 
c: o 3. o n i a I po s i t ion b e f o r e 1946. 1 n d e e d , m o r e s u r p r i s i n g 1 y M a 1 a y s
seemeci to co-opera.te w i th the co 1 on ia 1 power, espec i a 13. y the 
M a 1 a y r u 1 i n g c 1 a s s „ T h i s sit u a. t i o ri r e f 1 e c t e d t h e s u c c e s s o f 
c: olonia 1 p a 1 i c y . T h e B r i t i s h s u c: c e e ci e d i n c o n s o 1 i ci a t i n g t h e i r 
p ci s i t i o n b y u s i n g a cl i v i cl e a n ci r u 1 e p o 1 i. c y w h :i. c h s e p a r a t e d a. 11
e t h nic g r o u p s .i. n M a 1 a y a . T li e y s a f e g u a r ci e cl t h e i r p o s i t i o ri a rn o ri q s t 
M a 1 a. y s b y p r e s e r v i n g t h e p o s .i. t i o n a n d p r i v i 1 e g e s o f t h e r u 1 i n g
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c 1 a 55, s o m e o f w h o rn w ere a p p o i n t e d t o t h e n e w b u. r e a u. c r a c y . T hi e
f i r s t t .i. hi e 5 a b i g , li n i t e d and p o w e r f u 1 t h r e a t f r o m t h e hi a 1 a y s w a s
f aoed by thie co 1 on ia 1 power was in i946 when they re jec ted the
s ug g e s t i a n o f Ma 1 ay an Un i on < li. U ) . ii a 1 a y an Union, t o wh i c h t h e y
were opposed, was rep 1 ace? d by the? Federation of Malay a in 1.948.
1 n o t h er words, it m i g h t be s a i d t h a t b e c a u. s e n o rn a j o r e 1 e rn e n t s 
of anti-colonial ac t ion or lipr ising against co 1 on ia 1 ism occurred 
there was no nationalism. However, it would be wrong to suggest 
t h a t li a 1 a y nationalis m d i d n o t e x i s t b e f o r e 1946. T h e r e a r e rn a n y 
other f actors wh ich can he considered as e 1 ements of nat iona 1 isrn„ 
We must take note of attempts to create national fee?ling and bind 
p e o p 1 e t o g e t h e r» Of cou r s e , i t rn a y s t i 11 b e a r g u e d t h a t 
nat .iona 1 ism rnust have the elemen t of an uprising aga.inst 
colonialism. There were uprisings as we have noted, but they
0 c c u r r e d e a r 1 y o n a n d i t .i s q u e s t i o n a b 1 e w h e t h e r w e c a 11 t h a t 
k i n d o f u p r i sing " n a t i o n a 1 .i. s rn " . S u c h u p r i s :i. n g s h a d p e r s o n a 1 
r a t h e r t h a n n ationa 1 c a u s e s . li o d e r n i z e r s c r i t i c i s e d M a 1 a y s i n 
order to educate, st i mli late and un i te t hern to f ace a 1 arge and 
g r ow i ng numb e r o f i mm i grant s . Mo re than that, t hey c ri t i c i sed 
colonial power and extended their hopes to include? freedom and 
s e 1 f g o v e r n m e n t.
1 f w e con s i d e r t h e t one o f c r i t i c i s rn d i r e c t e d b y t h e? hi o d e? r n i z e r s 
espec i a 11 y to the government, i t does no t appear ve?ry st rong .
H o w e v e r, t h a t does n o t m e a n t h a t hi o d e r n i z e r s 1 :i. k e d a n d hi a d 
confidence in the colonial power. 'They expressed much strong and 
h a r d c r i t i c i s rn o f i t a n d w e r e v e r y s a d t h a t e o 1 o n i a 1 i s rn h a d 
o c c u r r e d . hi o w e v e r, t h e i r c r i t i c i s m w a s n o t v e r y c 1 e a r b e c a u s e i t
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was exp ressed i n 3. angu.age mu.ch i n f 1 uenced by t he s t y 1 e of
c 1 a s s i c a 1 hi a 1 a y a n d w a s o i: t e n rn i x e ci w i t h A r a b i c a n ci E n g 1 i s h
e x p r e s sio n s . A s a r e s u. It it w a s o f t s n d i f f i c u 11 t a u n d e r s t a n d
t h e i r rea I i ci eas . hioreo ve r , t h e i r c r i t i c i srn was ve r y o f t en f oun ci
i n t hi e f o r m o f s a t i r e w h i c h m a d e t h e i r m e a n i n g e v e n rn o r e
complicated. That was the way they managed to escape being traced 
by the colonial power. In addition, it was very early for them to 
m o v e openl y w h e r e ii a 1 a y s -a c t u. all y s t i 11 ci i d not s h o w t hemss 1 v e s 
r e a d y t o a ccept t h e f u. n d a m e n t a 1 c h a n g e s e s p e c i a 11 y i n p o 1 i t ics. 
T h e t o n e & cl opiisld .. b y hi ocier n i z e r s doe s n o t a p p ear " v e r y s t r ong. 
They accep ted th i s and dee 3.ared “of cou.rse advice anci gu idance i s 
n o t e n o u. g h t o b e u s e ci a s a tool to d evelop hi a 1 a y r ace. B u. t, a t 
least it cou.ld create the awareness of Malay position compared 
with other races, but this advice and gu.idance can hopefully
u. p g r a d e t h e ii a 3. a y p o s i t i o n 1' (A 1 - 1 mam „ 2 3 J u. I y , :L 906) . W e a I s o
should foe aware that the movement of the Modernizers occurred in 
t h e ea r 1 y t wen t i e t h cent u. ry i n a s i t ua t i on ve ry ci i f f e r ent f r orn 
t he p resent. So, i t i s i rnpor t an t no t t o .j u.cige t he i r ef f or t s from 
a later1' s t a n d p o int. A f a i r a s s e s s m e n t c a n b e made o n 1 y h v loo k i n g 
a t t h e m o v e m e n t i ri t h e r i g i i t c o ri t e x t.
hi o s t of the hi ode r nize r s r ecei v e d r e 1 i g i o u s e d u c a t i o n a n d u. s e d 
Islam as a guide in introducing their reform ideas. As a result, 
rn a n y p e o p 1 e s u p p o s e d t hat t h e hi o d e r nize r s w e r e o n 3. y c o n c e r ri e ci 
w i t h r e 1 i g i o u s m a 11 e r s a n d t h e i r m o v e rn e n t h a d n o c o n c e r n w i t h 
nationalism at all. A1ternatively, people tried to categorize the 
lioderniz e r s rno vemen t as 1 re 3. i g i ous n a t i ori a 3. i srn ‘1. Howe ve r , i f we 
a ri a lyse t h e i r r e f o r m i d e a s t h e r1' e is no do u b t t h a t t h e y ci i d n o t
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0 n 1 v t o u c h re 1 i g i o u s a f f a i r s , b u. t rn o v e d b e y o n d t h e rn t o d i s c u. s s 
the economy, education and even political consciousness.
M o d e r n i z e r s t a u q h t t h a t I s 1 a m w a s t h e v i t a 1 f a c t o r- w h i c h c a u s e d 
Malay backwardness. So, they used Islam as a tool to overcome the 
p roblem. I n o t h e r w o r d s , t h e y b e 1 i e v e d t h a t !i a 1 a y s s h o u I d 
correctly understand -and carry out Islamic principles in order to 
de ve1op themselves. Is1am was not a re1i q i on whi ch p reven ted 
deve 1 opmen t. However, in expressing their views, sliqgest ions and 
cr i ti c i sms they d id not inc1ude good ev i dence to support them, 
such as accurate figures and so on. As a result it was possible 
f o r t h e i r i d e a s t o b e o v e r 1 o o k e d s u b s e q u e n 11 y „
W h a t e v e r o u r e s t i m a t e o f t h e p r e c: :i. s e s i g n i f i c a n c e o f t h e 
Modernizers, they succeeded in having a tremendous inf1uenee on 
the mentality of Malays. Their awareness and bravery in p Lit ting 
f orward ref ornrs to st i mu 1 ate the Ma 1 ay st rugg 1 e rnu.st be 
appreciated. They can, therefore, be recognized as the major
1 n f luence faeh i nd thie ear 1 y Ma 1 ay nat iona 1 i st movernen t, even 
though that movement still had a long way to go to achieve 
ernanc i pat i on .
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